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ABSTRACT 

" Statistical dat^ and summary analyses on the Basic 

Educational Opporturtity Grant (BEOG) .. Progra m for the 1977-78 award 
year are presented in this annual report intended as ^ status guide 
or desktop reference manual*. For the first t?.me the' report contains 
dnfcrmation based bn merg-ed applicant/recipient data. The tables 
provide summary statistic;? fcr cross* year reference and by typ^^ of 
institution. Distributi/dn- of' BECG recipients is tabulated, by student' 
eliqifcility range, faip^ly income, grant level, educational cost 
range, and type of institution. Other tables show the distrihuticn of 
Basic Grant r^cipientsv grant* expenditures, and average grants by 
type.ard control of "instit^ution ; and the distribution of r^ecipients 
by state and control of institution. (Author/MSE) 




♦ iepro duct ions supplied by EDRS are the best th/at can be made * 

♦ frdm th^! original document, ' ' ♦ 
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ERRATA 



In May 1979, the Basic Grant Analysis Section issued the 1^77-78 End-of-Year 
Report containing general information and tables presenting distributions of 
recipient characteristics. In spite of many hours - spent- checking the _tech- 
nic^l Accuracy of those tables before the report was issued, -we have subse- 
quently found that the recipient income distributions shown >in the original 
report are intorrect. The coding error which caused the problem has t'beeh 
corrcctecJ and Table Series 3, 4, and 10 containing the obrrect income dis- 
^. tribd'tions are attached. No other tables were affected by the errc|r\ We 
suggest that you insert these tables in your 1977-78 End-of-Year Report for 
ready reference. Please note that only- distributions by income shown, in the 
attached tables were affected. All other distributions, as ^well as expendi- 
ture and recipient totals, are correct a.s shown in the original report. 



riic 



table series that: needed to be revised are as, follows; 



Tabic Series Thro^^ 

OLstrlbution of Basic Grant Recipients by S tudent 'El ij;lbi 1 i ty 
tndex Range and Family Income for: 



..Grand Total Recipients 
Dependent Recipients 
' r nd opendent Recipients 



- Table 3A 
Table '3R 
Table 3G 



Tab Lc Series Four ■ * / 

Distribut iqn. of Basic Grant Recipic^nts by Family Inco|ne 
Crapt "Level for: . - | 

Grand Tot'al Recipients - Table AA 

Dependent Recipients ~ Table AB 

Fndo]iendent Recipients \-fTa4^1e AC 

Social Security Recipients - T^ble AD 

Veteran Recipients - Table AE 

Dependent Veteran Recipients - Table AF . ' 
Independent Veteran Reqipients - Table AG - * . 



and 



• Taj>L ^ Series Ten ' ^ i 

^^Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family Income Ratlge 
and Education Cost: Range for: \ . ; , 

(;raiKi Total Recipients - Table 10A\ 

Dependent Recipients' , - Table 1 OB ' « ' 

Independent Recipients ^- Table LOG ■ /\ 

We sincerely regret any inconve^ence which this emfor .may have' caused you, 




DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
OFFICE OF EDUCATION 
BUREAU OF STUDENT FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20202 ( 



Dear Colleague: 



L 



APR 30^! 



1979 



Encloseid £or your information Is the> Basic Educational Opportunity Gr:ant 
Pr6gram "End-of-Year Report"' for the 1977-78 award period. For the "first ' 
time» the "End-of-Year Report" contains general information and statistical 
tables based on merged applicant/recipient data/ Also, the report includes 
a brief description of program trends for the award periods 1973-7A through 
1977-78, as well as summary tables for 1977-78 regarding various character- 
"istics of Basib Grant recipients. 



It ^is intended that this, report be used as 'a summary status guide or 
(desktop referenc'^ manu4pl on the Basic Gr^nt Program. 

We hope^that tJhis information will be useful to you. We appreciat 
.continuing interest' and support of the Basic Grant Program. 

,k ' ' ' Sincerely, 



ur 



Leo L. .-Kornfeld ^^^^ 
I>eputy Commissioner for 
Student Financial Assistance 




Preface A 

• / . ^- - ■ 

.■ . , ( ■ 

For the past several years, the Basic Grant Program- Analysis" Section 
has routinely produced an End-of-Year Report intended for use as a statifs 
Jguide or desktop reference 'manual on the Program. Because o^f technical 
difficulties associated with merging millions of records on applicants 
and the recipient or award data from postsecondary education institution^ 
previous End-of-Year Reports hdve been divided into two sections: Appl'i- 

^ ■ \ ■ 

cant Statistics and Recipient Statistics. Disp^ributions pf student char- 
acteristics were^presented on "eligible^applicants" and many resulting 
inferences were drawn assunjing that all eligible applicants continued 
their postsecondary education plans, actually enrolled in a school and 
received awards. It has aflways been recognized that this assumption could 
not be supported*^ all instances. Within the past year, the technical 

/ ■ • . ^! ■ ^ ' ■ ■ ' , 

difficulties associated with merging the separate data files have been 

largely overcome and; for t^e first time, the universe file consisting 

of theltv^r^ed applicant and recipient files has been utilized to produce 

the 1977-78 End-of-Year Report. . ' ^ 

■ 1 . ' 

V 

because the Basic Grant Analysis Section has decided to use the merged 
applicant and recipient files to produce this End-of-Year R^ort', the * 
remainder of these prefatory remarks will b^ dievoted to outlining other 
decisions regardin^g the universe file which will circumscribe any infers ^ 
ences that^ can be drawn about these data. " ' ' 
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1 . Timeliness of Data 

#5 - 

The data processing industry has developed an axiom known as the *'Rule of 90" 
regarding any large data processing system. Basically, data processing- ex- 
perts recognize that 90 percent of all records can b6 routinely processed, 
but that 10 percent of the transactions will concern detected pro-blems asso-. 
ciated with keypunch error, miscoding, etc. Furthermore, data processors, 
anticipate that 90 percent of their time and personnel resources will be 
expended in resolving those 10 percent "problem cases. 

It appears that the Basic Grant Program is not exempt from the "Rule of 90."' 
Consequently, the vast majority of records are generally available for 
analysis shortly after the close of the academic year in June, but error 
resolution on the data file requiring human intervention proceeds at a 
painstakingly slow pace as additional records are transferred from various 
"suspense*' files to the "clean" universe file. s 

The possibility of error is introduced by virtue of incor porat ing ^into 

the universe of records those which contain unresolve^ data problelms. On 

* . • ■ • ■. 

the other hand, waiting until t.h^ resolution process was completed and all 

records wore on the cj,ean„file t&ould mean that? this report could not be 

^published in time for maximum utilization of i t s statist ics. 
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- . • \ ^ ■ ' ■ . 

Generally, it. was observed that users truncated or "rounded" numbers to a 
considerable degree for purposes; of clarity and simplification. Under 
these conditions, the attempt to achiev^- absolutely "final" or "complete" 
tabulations became a spurious effort. « 

Al^o, during the review of- interim tabulations from, incomplete files, it 

^ ' 'v. 
was noticed that while the raw numbers in the data cells changed somewhat, 

the -percentages tended to remain constant or were altered almost irtper- 
fceptibly. This signified that the records on the suspense files were 
distributed normally throughout the population. Since users appeared more 
Interested in percentage distributions rather thati raw numbers, the addi- 
tional time requireSP^to transfer sever^ hundred, or even several thousand, 
more records to the "clean" universe file was not warranted. ' 

Finally the decision was made to "freeze" the file in December -^nd i^ort :^ 
all Statistics as collected to that point. In so doilig, readers should . 
be aware t^at the statis'tics as reported herein will be subject to future 
reconciliation and the total number of recipient should grow- slightly; 
but asf stated above, no significant alterations in the da^ distributions 
are anticipated because of this. ^ / 
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•Roster Reconciliatdon 



Another point which should be* stated is that award (recipient) data aVe 
derived from the Student Eligibility ' Reports (SER) submitted by the in- 



ition with their Institutional Prot 



stitutions ^ to the Office of Education with their Institutional Progress ^ 
Reports. This factor is noteworthy because award data as reported herein^ 
is syhomous with "Expected Disbursements" as indicated on' each individual 

SER when completed by the Financial Aid Administrators at the time .they 

% ' ' ' * ■ • ' . 

prepare the student financial aid packages. , ' " 



"It is known,' however ,* that some students change their postsecondary edu- 
cation plans suJbsequent to this point, e.g., they may change fr^in full- 

: ■ . \ 

time to half-time status later in -the school year, or drop-oixt^^ of school 
for the second term, etc. 

When student rosters for sch^bijls are printed, adjustnjents are made by^ 
the schools to tlhese records, actual disbursements indicated^* and the 

- ■ V * ■ ■ 

rosters are , returned to the \.S. Office of Education. Obviously, this 
procedure introduces yet another, and somewhat considerable, time delay. 
Although it is i^oogrHzed that this reconciliation process rs likely to 
alter some distributions, \it was concluded, that users of these data 
should' be awar^ cxf this fafct,^but that timeline^ of reporting these 
data .should supersede the reconciliation' process. 
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/ 3. Geographic vocation . t 

Several of the ^tables included in this report distribute recipients by 
"state" location, ^or the purposed of this- particular demographic para- 
met#rJ|^wo (2) choices were kvailabler>M (1) th'e state of legal residence 
fop: applicants or (2) the location'^f the postsecondary inisti%utions 
which applicants attended. Obviously, needs arise for both types of 
distrii^fT^ons ; but in the past,^thSe most predominant request was for, 
distributions of students and awards by "school location^ witHjin states" 
rather than by "state of legal tresidence. " ' Accordingly, the decision^ 
was made to distribute statistics within this report by state according 




to the location of the school. 
. .' V ■ ■ . t ' 

4 .' Clasisif ication of Postsecondary Institutions 

Informatierk as to -h/pe and corkirol of institutions iji^ data taken directly 
from institutionaj/ Progress Reports. During previous acad^Siic years, 
some institution^did not report level and^t^e; thus,Y^^y could not 
be classified or categorized as either public, propri^t^y or private, 
non-prof ifc. For this reason an "Other" category^ was e^stablished to ^ | 
include those institutions that could not be classified, 
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Duriijig December 1977, Nlmproved institution^ level ed:|j.t^ were implemented 
into the* SER processing system and more complete^htr|es of available, 
information on postsecondary institutions were added to 'the Universe file. 
Therefore, although the category "Other" which was utilized in previous 
academic years .is present on^lthe tables, there ares no entries in/^ETi^ 



category. 



Finally, any comments or suggestions for future enhancement of this repor^ 
should' be addressed rt): 




Dr. Joseph A. Vlgnone 

Chief, Analysis Section' 

B6B/t)PPD/BSFA 

Room 4318, ROB-3 ^ 

400 Maryland Avenue, S.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20202 
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Table 1 ^ Summary Statistics fjr Cross-Year Reference 



Table 1 is a sununary table which presents data from academic /ear 19^73-74, 
the first year- of the Bksic Grant Program,, through academic^year 1977-78. 

As can be observed^f rom 'the data, tlie Basic Grant Program has' experienced 
almcJst a 750% increase in the number of* applications processed .from the 
first year of operation during- the 1973-74 academic year to the 1977-78 \ 
academic year. It should ^Iso be iiioted that during these years, the stfi- 
^ deiTpt population eligible fjpr awards has been .expanded from full-time 
freshmen in 1973-74 to all classes- of students in 1911-1%, 

.One data element Which needs furtheif, clarification i^, the category ''numbjSr 
of applic^ions returned for insuf f Icient ^data. " This category include^^i 
only those applications which were returned to students for furtheJ^nfor 
mation and which were nevet returned to Basic Grants for re-p^cessin; 




Of the 3,844,047 applications in 1977-78, there were 3,621,641 valid ajs^li- 
cations, with 2,3Sar320 qualified applicants and 1, 231, 321 *non-qualif ijj 
? applicants. 0^ t^heX 3 9CJ^^ qualified applicants , some^ 1 , 863, 990 recipients 
in 1977-78. actually enrolled in an approved ]>ostsecondary ^education institu- 
tion, subriiiteed St\ident El ig^sl^lity Reports, and actually tecelved an award. - 

er of recipients In^ 1977-78/'-hqi^ver, needs further clarification. 
The number of recipients wftich appears ia the Summary Crc/ss-Year Reference 
Table represents the total number of progi^ recipie/nts . TechnicaY^, recip- 



tents are cla-gs^fi^ as two- distinct types: Regular Disbu^^^ment Students 
(RDS) or Alternate' Disbursement Students (ADS). An RDS recipient Is d&e -who 
receives his/her grant directly from the institution he/she attends? HowWer, 
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\ 

an ADS recipient receives his/her grant directly frpm the Basic ^Grant Alternate 
Disbursement iJtiit, which is part of ^the Office of ^Education. Tfie reason the 
ADS recipients do not receive their granti^ directly from the institution is» 
that they are attending an eligible institution that does not participate in 



the Basic Grant Program. Therefore, the figure that constitutes the total 




number of recipients for ^h^^ Basic ^Grant Program is the_9^mbined total of 
RDS and ADS recipients. 



For academic year 1977-78, the iiumber of AD/ recipients .is 17, 91Q, while 
the RDS recipients Edgbre is r,84^080. Combining these two figures gives 
a total tiumber of recipients e)f 1,863,99^. It is important t^ r;i)te that ■ 

Table '1 is, the only' talple where t^ combined total^of AD5 and RDS .recip.ien'ts 

)- ■ - 

is used. All of the remaining tables in the 1977-78 Basic Grant EndA3f-Year 
Report will reflect only RDS i;ecipient.s . Consequently,^ the to^l . number ' ' - 
of recipients that wil-l appear in all of the remaining tables will reflec't^ 
only the RDS figure of ' 1,846,080. ^ ' y 

. • ■ ) / 

Table/ l^lso presents total expenditures, which includes funding for ADS ^re- 



cipients as well as RDS recipients. Again it should be noted that Table 1 is 
the only table in thi^s year's report that includes both ADS and RDS statistics. 
Consequently, the total ^^xp^ndltures figure of $1,587,863,624 will) be altered 
1^n the remaining table^^^J'^^ef lec t only RDS funding of $1,574,999,886,^ 

Other program variables that this Table presents are the average, minimum and 
maximum BEOG grant. Of these three variables th^ minimum and maximum grant 
have remained constant from 1975-76 to . 197^-78, while the .average grant has 
tntreased from $763 jn 1975-76 to $852' in 1977-78\ 



I 



TABLE 



RASIC EOtlCAlIONAL OP^ORIUNIIlf GDANT MAH 

sOhhari Statistics for cROSs-rEAR REfEREtiCE ' 

ACADEH^C YEAH i9;Hfl ' ' 



- J- : A : 

* . \ ♦ 


, - * ACdOEHLC TEAR 


^ m-im 

: 1 


''19H-1975 


L < 

T 

I9?5-19?6 


f 

\ 191: m 


- I9//-197B 


iNujpEII OF APPLICATIONS PROCESSED 

: is 


512iB66 


N30Ai97/ 


* 2i339i33T 


' \590l379* 




NUfUlER OF^APPLIC>fIONS REIURNfO F()H 
INSUFFICIENI OAIA , 


30i5J5 


i90im 


I6O16AI 
4 


^7^- r- 

, ' I8l.6'61 

f 


■ 222it06 ■ 


NUHBEfl Of VALID APPLICATIONS , 


♦82.331 


ItUiiOBi 


2<|78f696 


3iA08in8 


3)621ibAl 


NUHBER ANO.PEHCENI OF UUALlFlEO APPLigillONS 


26diA^« 
(S5.?ll 


I6l.2tl 


' 1»*55,18?^ 
I66,8tl 


^ '2i258iOA3 
I66,2S) 


2i390t320 
166,0^ 


NUMBER AND PERCENT Of ,NON-OUALlFIE0 APPLICATIONS 


■213i8fl? 

$u 


i 

' A32.06 
\ 138.8*1 


V 

?23,509 
. I33.2?) 


li|50,67S 
133,8%) 


W2JU32I 
(3A,0l) 


CLASSES OF ELIGIBLE APPLICANTS 

' » , ■' 


FULL-TIHE 
. FRESHHAN 


FULL-TIHE 
FRESMHAN AND 
SOPHOHORES 


/ FRESHHAN-^ 
-O SOPHOHORES 
JUNIORS 


V *LL 
UNnERGRADUjTES 


ALL , 
UN0FRGRA0UATE,5 


NUHBER OF RECIPIfHTS 


' 185i'2A9 


' 5?3iA03 


' » — 

I<226i03* 


1.9iSi^5A 


l*B63i990 . 


TOIAL E^PEtlOlTUHES 


' !*9i8n.951 


t356.536«667 


S936.5*3tl3* 


tl,A73,ei4i3eT 


Sl4537iB63»^^4 


AVERAGE BEOG GflANj 


$269 


$62<i 


$?63 


t758 


S652 


HINIHUH BEOG GRANI 


\ 50 


J 50 


$200 


' ' $200 


S200 


HAXlHUH BEOG Gflk . 


i*52 


tl.050 


SliAOO 


SliAOO 
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Table 2 * Summary Statistics ^by Type of 'institution ' ^ 

. ^ - ^ ■ ■ , / 

Table 2 presents summary statistics .bV type of institutioU/r' The total number 
of institiftians participating in the Basic , Grant Program//during academic year 
1977-78 was 4,679, which were placed into 5 type categories:* Universities, 
Other Four-Year Institutions, Two-Year Institutions, Institutions with Pro- 
grams of One-Year but less . than Two-^Years , and Ijistitutions with Programs of 
Six Months but less than One-Year, 1 

It -should be noted that the primary distinction between universities and other 
four-year institutions is that universities award advanced degrees, such as 
graduate ^or lave, degrees,, whereas other four-^year institu' tio ng^generally award 

( b 

only a baccalaureajie degree. There jwere 1,636 two-year institutions repre- 

* 

sent^ing, a larger proportion than any other type of institu/ion. Total recip- c 
ients attending all types of institutions was 1,846, 080. Of this total figure, 
over 73% of those recipients attended either a/ university or two-year institu- 
tion, with the greatest number of recipients, 793 , 628 , at tending universities. 

Funding of recipients for all types of institutions was $1,574,999,886. ^?^e 
largest disbursement of Basic Grant funds to Nany type of institution was 
$714,848,410 to universities. This figure represents approximately 45% of 7^ 
the total expenditures. 



Another program variable directly related to those previously mentioned 
is average ' grant . Overall, the average grant was $853, with the highest 
average grant bein»g $954 for four-year /^institutions and the .lowest average 
grant being $747 for two-year institutions. 



TABLE Jf 

MASTER SUMNARY STATLST1>S4y TYPE OF INSTITUTION 
/ ACADCfHiC^YEAR 1977*76 



TYPE 
(F 

IfiSTUUTlON 


NUMBER 
Of 

INSTITUTIONS 


TOTAL 
ESTIMATED 
EXPENDITURES 

1' 


NUMBER 
RECIPIENTS 


AVERAGE 
CRANT 

r 


UNIVERSITIES 


/ 

• 


i7Ht846i4lO 


793i62e 


S901 


nfUFfi 4 YFAB 


If VvO 




3 IT^TQfl 
^ 1 i 1 f #u 


* 


4> 1 CAIl 








iT47 


1 YEAR BUT 
LESS IHAN 

2 YEARS 


264 


i29i226i3B7 


J 

36 1 122 


$609 


6 MONTHS BUT 
< LESS THAN 
I YEAR 


/ 


I6if622f6as 


74 1786 




.OTHER . 




to 


//' . 


4 

10 


TOTAL 


4*679 


Iii574»999,886 


lfa46i0B0 


J853 



ERIC 



15 



Page iQ ^ ^ . . i 

Table-^A Digtributioji of Basic Grant Recipifenrs by Student i. 

. . Eligibility Index Range and Family Income . " ' ^ 

Table 3A is a dis*tribution of the total number of' Ba.si^ "^S^^^ari^ 
by Student Eligibility 'Index and 'Family Income^. The income x^ass inter- 
vals are in $3,000 ranges* with the student eligibility indices in 200 
point ranges, except for the first category which indicates the' number 
of recipients who received a zero eiigibility index. 

Basic Grants were awarded to 1,846,080 recipients. It should be noted 
that 1,110,346 recipients, constituting 60% of the total number of Basic 
Grant recipients for academic year 1977-78, Reported family incomes of 
$6,000 o^r less. Of this 60%^ 658,370 recipients, constituting 35.6% ^ 
of the total, reported family inpomes of $3,000 or less. 

It is interesting to note that of th§ total Basic Grant recipients, * 
925,017,^ or slightly more than 50 percent, had student .eligibility in- 
\dices of zero. Moreover, of those recipients witll zero student eligi- -s 
bility indices, 171,342 o% 18.4% had family incomes of $9,001 or more. 



J. 
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M E V I E a-* 

J* 

tarlE 3 a 



/ 



GRAND foTAL , 



OF B*Sk QRANT RECIPrENTS BY STUOENT^ELlGlbinv INOE^ AND INCOME 
JCAOEHIC YEAH r977-W ' ^ - ^ 
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Table 3B 



Distribution o-f Basic (S^ap.t ' Recipients by Student 
Eligibility Index Range /lind Family Income 



Table 3B is a^ distribution*^of total dependent recipients., by Student 
Eligibility Index and Family* Income 7 -The number of iiependeht Basic 



Grant recipients was l,135,947_i./0/f this total, 621,737 dependent re- 
^cipients,' which constituted ^ 4 ■ 7% of the ^^otal number of depfj^ftiient . ^ 
recipients, reported family incomop of $6,000 orM.ess. ' L ' 

As Table Indicates, 768,485 or 47.7% ot de-pendent J'^p$e^t^^''^^d 



Student eligibility indices of 400 or less,- 



total dependent recipients havingr;.received s^ldi^f :'iel^ 

of zero. Of the 768,485 depen;|j|ent rjecipients wfljb^^'utfent eligibility 

^ ■ ■•' ' " 

indices of 400 or less, 436, 968 or 56. 9% had sfamil}^^^ncomes of $6,000 




the 



or less. In addition. 



42 or 6.4% Qfi the .^depoe^lident recipients had 



student eligibility indices ranging from 1,TO1 '^o 1,200, ' 



/ 
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R E V I ! L D ^ 
TABLE 39 



DISTRIBUTION Of BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELLGlBlL 

ACAOEHl^ YEAR l9Tf-79 

V)Mly income 



TY .INDEX R^NGE and FAMILY ,INCO>(E 



STUDENT EUGIBlLlTf 
JNOEX RANGE 


-rrr- 

3.000 


J3001 - 
6.000 


16001 - 
9.000 


$9001 - 
12.000 


$12001 - 
. 15.000 


$15,001 • 


TOTAL 


0 ' 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS ' 
PERCEflT OF RECIPIENTS 


165.591 
( 35.5V 


186.f36 
1 39.9V 


90.644 
I 19.4^1 


20.269 

•( 4. ,3V. 


2.513 
( .0.5V 


668 
O.IV 

f 


465,^21 

1100. ov 


1 - 200 

' NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS % 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


f I 16.5 


i3 
V 


1 

S6.0^1 ' 
1 29.5V 


64.700 
1 34.0 V 


30.769 
1 16. IV 


5.948 
( 3. HI 


( 0.511 


1100. ov. 


201 - 400 ,/ 

NUMBER, OF RECIPIENTS ' 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


5.8 
( 5.1 


♦8 
V 


■• \ 

V 

I2.ftl* 
1 lO.'fiV 


40,178. 
( 35.6V 


37.219 
f 1 33.0V 


14,136 
1 1?,5V 


3i2o3 

( i.m 


(lOO.Otl 


.. - — ' — - 

401 - 600 , 

^ ■'. . 
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


, 3.3*7 
\;' 1 3. HI 


5.003 
1 4.7V 


27.209 
1 25.TV 


39.5(9 
('^1,4V 


( 21 .ni 


( 7.flV 


105f772 


1 601 '- 800 , 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT. OF ({ECIPIENTS 


. 3 

2.477 
I 2.5V 


3.359 
1 3.4V 


I 15.703 
( 15.9V 


35.331 
1 35.8V 


27.090 
( 27.5«) 


14, 51 4 
1 14.7V 


xB,4f4, 

1100. OV 


■» • . 
801 ' 1000 

NUMBER OF RECll'IENTS 
^ERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


1.863 
( 2.0V 


2.317 
1 2.5V 


9.415 
1 iO,4V 


27.570 
1 3D.6V 


28.278 
1 31.4V 


20.511 
22.7V 


89.974: 

(100.0)1 


1001 - 1200 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS ' 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


m 

1.291 

I r r.7v 


1.429 
1 1.9V 


5.949 
( 8.,1V ■ 


t 

16,648 
1 22.7V 


23.229 
( 31.7V 


\ 

*'24,696 
I 33.7V 


73.2*2 
1100. OV 


TOTAL 

nOmbER OF RECIPIENTS 
PtRCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


211.960 
( 18.<^V 


i 

2M.349 

' ( n.4v 


253.7,98 
1 22.3V 
1 


2(|7,385 
I lfl.2V 


■ ^23,525 
10.8V 


72,930 
( 6.4f| 


1.135.947 
IIOO.OV 
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Table 3C Distribution of Basic Gratit Recipients by.^tudent 

/ Eligibility Index Range ^nd Family Income * 

; . k 

Table 3C is a distribution pf total independent recipients by Student 



Eligibility Inc^ex and TlJ^y Income- ^ 

The total number of independent Balsic Grant recipients was 710, 133- Of 
this total/ 488,609 or 68.7% of the independent recipients reported family 

a 

incomes of $6,000 or less. In comparing dependent recipients to indepen- 
dent recipients, 54.7% of dependi^nt recipients reported family incomes of 
$6,000 or less, whereas 68.7% of independent recipients reported family ^ 
Income s within "this rarige. / 

Moreover, 459,196 or 64.7% of independent recipienti\ had' student eligi- 
bij.ity indices of zero. Of those independent* recipients with zero student 
eligibility indices, 3^9,816 or 69.5% had family incomes of $6*,000 or 
l^s^. Only *29,119^or 4.1% of the Independent recipients had student^ 
eligibilitll indices in 1,001 to 1,; 



, 200 range. 
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r s ' TABLE 3C \ ''^ 

OISTRIBUTION'OF BASIC 3RiNT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGlfilLlTY INDEX RANGE m FaHIly INCO^ 
' ACADEMIC YEAfl 19/7-76 

INOEPENO£NT RECIPIENTS.^ . • , ^. ^ 

^I9»133 . . FAHILY 'iNCOHE 

III I f 



STUDENT ELIGIBILITY 
INDEX RANOE 



NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENT^ 



I - 200 

NUH8l? '0F RECIPIENTS 
PERCBIT OF RECIPIENTS 



201 • 400 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENT^ 
PERCENT PF RECIWtms 



5 0 

3t000 



283i366 



24,785 
48.61) 



13001 ■ 
6,000 



153,903 
I 33. m 



16*306 
I 32.0t) 



'16001 • 
9,000 



401 - 6O0 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



601 - 800 

NUMBER OF flCCIPIENTS, 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



801 • 1000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

^ ' 



looNizoo 

NUMER Of RECIPIENTS 
PEflCIJNT Of RECIPIENTS 



J TOTAL 

NUMBER Of ' BEdPiENTS 
Pj^yENT OF RECIPIENTS 



24, lO 
( 50.5»| 



23,529 
52.211 ■ 



23,924 
( 55,61) 



18,565 
52.81) 



16,216 



♦U,528 V 
( 58.3*) 



10,462 
I 2I.9tl 



6,549 
( 1^51) 



3,657 
8.5S) 



2,221 
6.31) 



1,545 
( 5.31) 



194,543, 
( 27.31) 



.20,564 
( 4.41) 



9 

( 17 



19001 • 
12,000 



1022 
I 0,2%) 



Sl200t-- 
iSiO'OO 



83 

I O.Ot) 



tlSiO"! ♦ 



11,808 
24.711 




12,332 
28.61) 



10,455 
( 29.7%) 



7,098 
I 24.3%) 



74p 
"I 1.-**) 



b233 
I 2.5%) 



li916 
1^4,2%) 



2i793 
I 6.4%) 



3,489 
( 9.9%) 



84.152 
I 11.8%) 



3i776 
12.9%) 



15,269 
2.1%^ 



. 4« 

( O.Ol) 



96 

( 0.2%) 



162 
I 0.3%l' 



240 
< 0.!i%| 



352 
I 1.0%) 



424 



58 

C 0.0%) 



5 

( 0,0%) 



( 0.0%) 



22 
0.0%) 



29 

( 0.0%) 



61 

I 0.1%) 



60 

( 0.2%) 



1,401 240 
( O.I^) ( 0.0%) 



TOTAL 



451,196 

(100,0%) 



50.918 
1100.0%) 



J 



47,748 

IIOO.O*) 



rJ 45,0 



035 
(100.0%) 



42,974 
1100.0%) 



35,143 
(100.0%) 



\ 

29,119 
1100.0%) 

-~r7~ 



710,133 
(100.0%) 
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Table '4A ^ Disti^ibi^tidry^of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

' , . V Income and Grant Level * ' * ^ 

^ , >^ f • - r • 

Table 4A is a xdistribu^ion. of total Basic Grant recip^^nts by F^ily 

^ Inconie and Grant ,Levei . The grant, levels show ranges of awards up to" 

an^l including the maximum award of $1,400. ^ 

Of particular interest in Table 4A is the total number of recipients 
who received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. During the 1977-78 
academic year, 142,596 oj 7.7% of the total .recipient' population- received 
the maximum award. Of those recipients who received the maximum award, 
^50,834 reported family inconie§,^/ anging from $0 to $3,000. /Another 35,180 
reported family incgales ranging from $3,001 to $6,000. These two income 
ranges accountedyf or ^^approximately 60% of those recipients receiving rhe 
maximum award /of $1,400. 

. ^ \ - • ■ ■ . , - 

Table 4A.also indicates that 753,206 or 40". 7% received awards of $799 or 
less. ^Ba^c' Grant awards ranging from $800 to $1,399 were also, awarded . 
to 950,278 or 51.4% of the recipient population. " ' 

There were 658,370 recipients who had family incomes ranging from $0 to 
$3,000. Of those recipients in that income range, 355', 920 or 54% received 
grants ranging from $400 to $999. 



25 



. ' ■ ************* 

* R E V I S E D * . 
************* 



4 

■ . '". , ' TABLE *A 

f ' . , • .JV DISTRIBUTION OF e*5lC GD»NT RECIPIENTS BT'fAHRr 1NC0"E AND GRANT LEVfL 

, . ACADEMIC TEAR 1977.19 



GRAND TOTAL , 
.I»8«i«80 ; . GRANT LEVEL 



rinmf inuvnc nJinu^ 


f 0 . 

399 


t 4nA X' ' 

m 


flon - 
999 


$1,000 - ^ 
1.199 


^ 11 ,200 - 
1,399 


$1,400 


TOlAL 


9 - 3t000 

t 

.PERCENT or RECWENTS 




1 . I Ci. 


1 25. IS) 


( 19,1V 


D7MCJ 

( 9.41) 


1 10.01) 


1100.01) 


JfOOl - 6f000 

1 

• PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


r 

.(f 6,31) 


f 

lU f tvoi 
1 23.2l)« 


1 26.0t) 

'I 


I 21. 6») 


( 11. 2U 


52,614 
1 11.41) 


460,892 
1100.01) 




6iOOI * 9(400 

PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


( 9,811 


1 27.Dtl 


f OJI 

( 26.51) 


( 20.411 


11.3?! 
1 9.81) 


' 21.223 
1 ft. 21) 


337,950 
(fOO.Ol) , 


9f00l • lZ»OOo\ 

NUHflER or PECIPIFNTS 
PERCEN^OF flECIPIENTS 


•33i068 
1 14.BII 


82il24 
1 36.61) 


55(544 
( 24,91) 


34(931 
- 1 15.61) 


12,416 
( 5,51) 


4,571 
( 2.01) 


222,654 
(100.01) 


l^tOOl • tStOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS ' 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


30i613 


57,354 
( 45. 91) 


23,923 
'( 19.11) , 


10i24S 
1 0,21) 


2,225 
1 1.71) 


562 
1. 0.41) 


124,926 
(100.01) 


* . 15(001 

numberIk recipients ' 
pcRCEN^y^F recipients 


ZBtSlZ 
( 3B,9IJ 


33 (696 
( 46.0t> 


>(957 
. ( 10.81) 


2(379 
( 3,21) 


' 451 
( '0.61) 


■ . 175 
1 0.21) 


73(170 
(100.01^ 


TOTAL 

NUMBER OF recipients 
percent Of RECIPIENTS 


217,210 
( 11.71) 


535.996 
( 29.01) 


454>«1 
( 24. 6K. 


336,031 
■ 1 18.21)' 


, 159,526 
( ,8.61) 


142,596 
( 7,711 


1*846,080 
(100.0^) 
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Table AB Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by ^analy | 

Income, and Grant' XeVel • • i 

' . • 

Table 4B is a distribution of total dependent recipients by Tamil y IncoWe 

/ 

and Grant Level, The same grant levels and income ranges as listed in/ 

/ 

Table 4A are replicated in Table 4B, 

Table 4B indi<^ates that 621,737 dependent recipients reported family;^ 
incomes of $6,000 orPTess. This constituted 54,7% of the total depen- 
dent recipients. Of those reporting family incomes of $6,000 or less, 
445,128 or 39.^2% of the total dependent recipients received grants 
ranging from $400 to $1,199. 

As shown by Table 4B, 605,324 dependent recipients received grants . 
ranging from $400 to $999. This accounted for 53.2% of all dependent 
recipients. 
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OEPENOCNT OECIPIENIS 
|il35i9W 

FANILr INCOME RANGE 


? 

DISTRIBUTION 
399 


OF BASIC GRANT 
ACAt 

J 400 - 

799 


TABLE 4 b 
RECIPIENTS Br 1 
)EHIC VEAP 1"^ 

GRANT LEVEL 

1 800 - ' 

999 


'km INCOME Af 

,1 

$1,000 - 
,1.199 


0 GRANT LEVEL 

$1,200 - 
1.399 


$1,400 


TOTAL ' ' 


0 - 3»000 ^ 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
• PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


9.583 
' ,1 ♦.51) 


41.958 
1 19.71) 


60.195 
ll 28.31) 


42.532 
1 20.01) 


31.160 
( 14.71) 


26,532 
1 12,51) 


211.960 
1100.01) 


3«00l - 6iO(|0 

NUMBER ^ RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


11,394 
1 4.21) 


51.581 
1 19.31) 


69-.')ie 

1 26.11) 


60.532 
I 22.71) 


37.960 , 
1 14.21) 


. 35.164 
1 13,211 


266.349 
ilOO.Ol) ' 


6,001 - 9iOOO 1 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
^PERCENI Of RECIPIENTS 


15,125 
1 5i9*l 


58. 76^ 
1 23.1V 


« 

71.208 
1 28.01) 


59.330 
1 23,31) 


30. 2K 
1 11,9^) 


1 

19.089 
( 7.51) 


253.798 \ 
1100,01) 


9i00l - IZtOOO 

' NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS • 


. 26»862 
1 12.91) 


76.163 
1 36.71) 


53.599 
( 25.81) 


34.133 
( 16.41) 


. 12.215 
1 5.81) 


' 4.413 
1 2.11) 


1 

, 207.385 
UOO.Ol) 


IZtltl - IStOOO 

NUMBER- Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Df RECIPIENTS , 


1 

29.973 
1 24.21) 


i56.8l4 
1 ^.9») 


1 

23.777 
1 19.21) 


( 

10.190 
1 8.21) 


2.217 
( 1.71) 


554 
1 0,41) 


123.525i 
(100. 01)? 


'-^ ^ 

is.ooi V ■{ . 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCEl!)T Of RECIPIENTS 


■ 7 

28,404 
1 38,91) 


33.618 
1 46.01) 


7,929 
1 10.81) 


2.364 
1 3.21) 


447 
I 0.61) 


168 
l_Ul)j 


72.930 
1100.01) 


TOTAL 

numberVrecipients 

PERCENT Of REtlPIENTS 


V 

121.341 
1 10.61) 


318»89B 
1 28.01) 


286,426 
( 25.21) 


209.081 
1 18.41) 


114,281 
1 10.01)' 


,85.920 
( 7.51) 


• 1.135.94^ 
UOO.Ol) 
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lilble 4C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

^ Iticome and Grant Level \. \ > 

» 

. Table 4C is a distribution' of total independent recipients by Family^ 
Income *and Grant Level. Iridependent recipients constituted 710,133 or 
38.5% of the total Basic Grant recipient population. 

As Table 4C indicates, 385,393 or 54.1% of the independent recipients 
received grants ranging from. $41)0 to $99^ which compares to 53.6% of 
the total recipient population in these" same grant levels. 

Table 4C also indicates that 488,609 independent recipients reported 
family incomes of $6,000 or less. Of those independent recipients who 
reported family incomes of $6,000 or less, 353,284 or 49.7% of all in- 
dependent recipients received Basic Grant awards ranging from $400 to 
$1,199. In addition,^ 56,676 or 7.9% of independent recipients received 
the maximum awards of $1,400. 
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INOEPENOENT RECIPIENTS 



* l^i VISED* 



T*9U ♦C, 

DISTRIBUTION OF BISIC 6RANT RECIPIENTS BT FAHlLMNCOME AND GRANT LEVEL 
ACAOEHIC TEAR I9;7'78 

I 

GRANT LEVEL 



I 



f|«UJJ ^ — 










FAHILY INCOME RANGE 


.1 0 

399 ' . 


1 400 - 

'799 


I 800 " 

■ 999 


11,000 • 
lil99 


Sl«200 - 
If 399 


> 

t\ AAA 

, i. -rn, . 




0 - a«008 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


f 

' 52,896 
1 12.71) 


122»19S 
' ^1 29.41) 


97,309 
1 23.4«) 


7T-»441 
1 18. 6t) 


2T»963 
( 6i7t) 


36,719 


414.528 


^3^01 • 61OOO 

NUMBER OF llECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


'1 

. l7fM7 
( 9il»l 


55i506 
( 26.511 


\ 

50i436 
1 25.91) 


391.023 
I 20.0)) 


14,029 
1 7,2)) 


'17,650 


194.543 
1100.0)) 


6i00l*9i000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIEnIs 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


1S»120 
' ( 21.5J1 


32i815 
t 38.91) 


Id iSQl 


9i615 

1 11.4)1 
1 — 


^ 3.039, 


2.134 


84,152 
1100,0)) 


9iqOl - 12»000 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


6ic06 


1 39.011 


I 

1 12.711. 


* 

1 

798 

: — t 


201 
t \ It) 


158 
1 1.0)1 


M5,269 
1100.0)1 \ 


' 12,001 • 15<000 

NUMKR OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


1 ♦5.61) 


( 36.511 


146 
1 10.411 


\ 58 
' 1 4.11) 

1 y m i ml 


9 

( 0«6l) 


9 

' j 0.5)1 


' / 

1.401 
1100.0)) 


ISfOOl * 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


t 

106 
1 45.01) 


'78 

1 32. 5f) 


'• ' 28 
1 11.611 


15 

1 6.21) 


4 

( 1.6*1 


7 

1 2.9)1 


240' 
1100,0)) 


TOTAL . 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


95,669 
■ , 1 13.511 


217*096 
1 30.51) 


168,295 
( 23.6tl 


126,950, 
( 17.8t) 


r 6.3f) 


• 56,676 
■ 1 7,9)) 


710.133 
1100,01) 
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Table 4D Distribution 'of Basic Grant, Recipients by Family 

Income and Grant Level 

Table 4D i§ a distribution of Social Security reci^ents by Family 
Income and Gpant Level. Table 4D shows that 215,123 Social Security 
recipients received Basic Grant assistance during the 1977-78 academic 
year. Social Security recipients constituted 11^7% of the total Basic 
GranT^ recipient^ population. 



A revi^of Table^ 4D ""shows that 120,619 or 56.1% of the Social Security' 
recipients reported family incomes of $6,000 or less. From that figure, 



70,546 or 32.8% of the Social Security recipient population, reported 

I 

^family incomes of $3,000 or less. " j 

/ 

Of particular interest are the grant levels for Social Security recipi- 
ents. Tl^^re were 78,258, or 36.3% of Social Security recipients who 



received awafds of $799 or less. Another 120,434 or 55.9% ot-€he Social 
Security recipients, ^received Basic Grant awards ranging from .$800 to 
$1,:^^. Finally, 7.6% or 16,431 Social Security recipients received 
the maximum award of $1,400. 
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SOCIAL SECURITt RECIPIENTS 
FlHlLy INCOHE RANOE 



0 - 3«ll<00 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



. 3,001 - 6(000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



61OOI - 9iOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



9«001 - 12*000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



. I2i00l • IStOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



ISiOOl • 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



TOTAL. 

NUMBER OF RECWENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



7^ 



WSTRIBUTION 



t 0 

399 



TABLE *0 

OF BASIC GRINT REClPIENtS BY FAHILT INCOME AND 
«CAOEM!C YEAR 197r-Tfl 



GRINI LEVEL 



51516 
I 8.111 



2.T8fl 
( 4.511 



3i9*6 
( 8,211 



*.869 
le.BII 



2.598 
29.61) 



1,007 
I 39.211 



20,7/6 
9.61) 



S 400 

799 



15,768 
( 22.91) 



^11.779 
I 19.21) 



13.504 
28.111 



hl23 
43.011' 



4,103 
46.81) 




57,482 
( 26.71) 



GRANT LEVEL 

{'800 
999 



M»4 

28)4 



499 
,41) 



17,669 
29,111 



14,189 
29.51) 



5,594 
21.61) 



1,431 
16.31) 



Jl.OOO 
1,199 



13,070 
I 19.01) 



14,263 
23.21) 



250 
9,71) 



58,832 
2T.31) 



9,910 
I 20.61) 



^2,913 
( 11.21) 



497 
I 5.61) 



73 
2.81) 



40,726 
I 18.91) 



$1,200 
1,399 



7.451 
( 10.81) 



6,085 
13.11) 



4.241 
I 8.8tl 



986 
3.811 



93 

( 1.01) 



20 

( 0.711 



20.e7« 
( 9.7f) 



11.400 



TOT»L 



7.257 
( 10.51) 



66,621 
(100.01) 



6,539 
10.61! 



61.315 
1100.011 



2.265 
\( 4.71) 



326 
( 1.211 



32 
0.31), 



12 

I 0.411 



16.431 
I 7.61) 



48,055 

(100.01) 



25,f)Il 
HOO.Oll 



8,754 
(100.011 



2i567 
1100.011 



215,123 
(100.01) 
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Table 4E Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

^ ' Income ^nd Grant Level 

Table 4E is a distribution of alf veterans who received Basic Grante by 
Family Income and Grant Level. Veteran recipients comprised approxi- 

mately 6% o? the total Basic Grant recipient population for academic 

' ' / - ^ . 

year 1977-78. 

Of particular interest in this Table is the number of veterat^ recipients 
reporting low family incomes. Table 4E indicates that there were 71,426 
veteran recipients, which constituted"65. 1% of the veteran population,. 




reporting family Incomes of $6,000 or lesV. In addition, 80,877 or 73.6% 
of the total^ veteran recipient population received Basic Grant awards 



ranging from $400 to $1,199, while 5,891 or 5.3% received the^maximum 
awaird of $1,400. 
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' T*BLE *E ' 

OISTfllBUTION OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS Br FAHILY INCOME m GRANT LEVEL 
ACADEMIC, YEAR i977-JB )f 



GRANT LEVEL 



■ / 




0 • 3iO00 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



3f00l 61OOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
.PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



61OOI ' 9iOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



9.^01 ' t2i000 

NUMBER OfWipIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



IZiOOl - iSiOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF REClPlEtlTS 



IStOOl « 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
' PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



TOTAL 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



4,393 
y.9»)^ 



2.119 
6.611 



4|i63e 
16.711 



2»66Z 
23.6V 



1,000 
2B.9») 



• 504 
40.61) 



15.316 
13.91) 



9.752 
2B.61I' 



T.752 
24.2il 



9.6U 
34.71) 



4,712 
41. '91) 



1.592 
46.01) 



564 
45.71) 



33i9B3 
30.9*) 



8.840 
25. 9S) 



9,640 
30,01) 



7,176 



-rr 



2,243 
I 19.91) 



605 
17.41) 



IZT 
10.31) 



26,631 
26.11) 




6,139 
I 18. Of) 



6,799 
21.21) 



1,969 
14. 3») 



1,125 
10.01) 



203 
5. SI) 



2l> 
2,21) 



16*263 
16.611 



2,595 
7,61) 



3,080 
, 9.61) 



I 5. 



373 
3.311 



39 
1.11) 



I 0.61) 



7,570 
6.91) 



2,323 
6.61) 



2.643 
8.21) 



761 
2.B1) 



122 

.( 1.011 



20 

o.sii- 



2 

0.11') 



5,891 
5.31) 



34,043 
1100.01) 



32,033 
(100,011 



■ 27,649 
1100.01) 



11,237 
1100.01) 



3,459 

1100,01) 



1,233 
1100.01) 



109,654 
1100.01) 
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Table .AF- Diq^t^ribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

Inc<Jme and Grant Level 

r 

Table AF is a distribution of dependent veteran recipients by Family 
Income and Grant Level. Dependent veteran recipients constituted 2.7% 
of the total Basic Grant recipient population* 



An analysis of this Table " indicates that 28,071 or 57.4% dependent 
veteran recipients reported family incomes of $6*, 000 or less. Of these 
28,071 dependent vet-eran recipients, 16r,497 reported incomes of $3,000 ^ 
or less, and 9,198 or 55. 6%- received grants ranging from $400 to $999. 
Only 1,034 or 6.2% received the maximum grant. 



Of '^11 dependent veterans who reported family incomes of $6,000 or less 
10,784 or 22% received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less. Furthermore 
26,654 or 54.3% dependent veteran recipients received awards ranging 
froR $800 Vtc $1,399, while 2,996 5r^'i% dependent veteran recipients 
received the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. 




ifkHi'i-iimm 

* R E V I S E D * 



, DISflBUTION Of BUSK GRANT REClPlf<ilS BT FANILY INCOME ANO GflANr im 

ACAOEHIC YEAR I9TT-r8 

DEl^ENOENT VETERAN RECIPIENTS 

41,924 ' 1 GRANT LEVEL 



FAMILY mm RANOE 


SO- 


$ 400 - 


$ 800 - 
999 


11.000 • ; 
1.199 ' 


^1 .200 - 
1.399 


tl.400 


TOTAL 


0 • 3«000 

NUH8ER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


)_ 

1 A Itt 


1 la 7ti 


2.383 


1.726 

1 7). At) 


l.DtO 

1 11. it! 


936 
i 11.811 


7.8B9 
1100. Ot) 


NUN8ER OF RECIPIENTS 


6*9 
i 4 611 




4i042 
( 29.111 - 


3^79 
<■ 1' 22.211 


(13,BII 


\ 1.377 
1^9,911 




13.858 
1100,01) 


6<001 - -91000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PEhCENT of BtClPIENiS 




' 3.842 

1 CDtJvl 


^ ♦•186 


j 2.722 
li 70. fit) 


l.l/l 

1 fl.Ai 


55* 
1 4.0i) 


13.571 

(100. Oil 


9.001 • 12t000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 

rtRCENT OF wlCIf'lENTS 


^ 1.667 
1 la iti 


3.848 

— «^ — — 


, ' 2.025 


1.060 
1 11.61) 


' '357 
1 3.911 


108 
1 Mil 


9.065 
IIOO.OII 


— ^ — 

J IZiOOl < ISfOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS ' 


1 939 
1 28.111 


1.S42 
1 46.31) 


592 
i |7.7tl 


( ■ 

199 
( 5.9tl 


39 

1 l.ltl 


20 

[ 0.611 


3,330 
tlOO.OfI 


15«001 • 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


*91 

. ( 40.511 


560 
1 46.2t) 


124 
1 10.211 


r 2.21SI 


8 

1 0.6tl 


1 

1 o.oti 


1.211 
JlOO.OtI 


\^ TOTAL 

1 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


$•216 
( 10.61) 


i' • 
(i8.7^l 


^ 1T.352 
1 27.21) 


8*813 
1 18.011 


4.489 
1 9.1*1 


^ ?.996 
1 6.11) 


\4iU924 
(100.01) " 
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Table 4G 



Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 
Income and Grant Level ' 




Table 4G is a distribution of total independent veteran recipients by 
Family Income and Grant Level. Total independent veteran recipients 
constlttited 3.3% of the total Basic Grant recipient population. 



veterans reported family incomes of 6,000 or less. Of this figure, 
31,947 or 52.6% of independent veteran recipients received Basic Grant 
awards ranging from $400 to $1,199. , ^ 

Another pertinent statistic is that 30,025 or 49.4% independent vet- 
erans received Basic Grant awards of $799 or less; 27,810 or 45.6% 
received awards ranging from $800 to $1,399, while 2,895 or 4.7% re- 
ceived the maximum Basic Grant award of $1,400. 



An analysis of Table 4G indicates that 43,355 or 71.4% independent 





/ 
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*REVISED* 



TA8U *G 

DISTRIBUTION OF 9ISIC GRANT RECIPIEN'S i1 FAMILY INCOME AND GRANT LEVEL 
, ' ACADEMIC YEAP i9n-T8 

INOEPENOENT VETERAN RECIPIENTS 

M»nO ' GRANT LEVEL 



FANILY INCOME RANGE 


S 0 • 

399 


f 400 - 

799 


1 800 • 

999 


11(000 • 
1(199 


tl.200 • 
1(399 


tl.40O 




0 • hm 

NUMBER OF RfflPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


4(069 
' 1 15.511 


I 31.61) ' 


6(457 
1 24.61) 


♦ (♦13 
( 16.8t) 


, 1 '5.911 


1 .3fl7 
I 5.31) 


CO f iJ^ 

1100. 91) 


JiOOl • 6(000 

» 

• NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS, 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


%r 1 B.oi) 


♦ (966 
I 27.31) 


5(598 
1 30.81) 


3(720 
( 20.^tl 

1 


Iil55 
1 6.31) 


1.266 
1 6,9)1 


IflflT5 
Il00«0t) 


6>001 - 9iOOO 

number of recipients 
Percent of recipients 


3(«2 
1 2^.81) 


5(769 
1 ♦0.91) 


2 (990 
1 21. 2t) 


1*2^7 
1 8.Bt) 


353 ' 


; \ . 

C L 1 

1 1.61) 


14,079 
llOO.Of) 


( 9f00l • 12(000 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RfCIPlEN|^ 


995 
1 ♦5.811 


864 
1 39.7t) 


216 
(10.011 


65 




16 

( 0.'7») 


14 

1 (1.6t) 


/ 2il72 

' V T 1 1 It 

' tioo.o*)- 


12(001 • 15(000 . 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF REC|PIE4(ITS 


61 

f 1 ♦7.211 


50 

( 38.71) 


1 10.011 


4 


1 


0 

1 U.V>I 


129 1 
(loo.nt) 


15(001 • . 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


13 

1 59.01) 


1 IB. If) 


3 

1 13.60' 


• 

1 

1 4.51) 


0 

I O.Of) 


'1 

I 4,5t) 


22 

1100.011 


TOTAL 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


10(100 
1 16,61) 


19(925 
1 32.81) 


^ 15i279* 
1 25.lt) ' 


9.450 
1 15.5f) 


3.081 
1 5.01) 


?i895 
( 4,71) 


60.730 
.1100.01) 

} 
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Table 5A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational 

' Cost Range and Grant Level 

\ ' ' 

Tabl£ 5A is a distribution of all Basic Grant recipients by- Educational 

Cost Range and Grant LeveU It' should be noted that the educational 

a 

cost ranges are in $300 increments after the first educational cost 
range of $1,500 or less. * 

Table 5A indicates "^that 1,248,970 or 67.7% of all Basic Grar\t recipients 
attended postsecondary institutions where the educational costs ranged 
from $1,501 to $2,700. Also^ 76,043 or 4.1% of all Basic Grant recipi- 
ents att\en>ded postsecondary institutions where the educational costs 
were $1,500 or less. These recipients received Basic Grant assistance 
of less than $799. 

Table 5A also shows that 300,746 or 16.3% of all Basic Grant recipients 
*^ttended postsecondary institutions where^the educational costs ranged 
<rom $2, 701. to .$3,600. Also 220,321 or__11.9% of all Basic Grant reclp- 
ients attended postsecondary--institutions where the educational cysts 

r ' ^ ■ ' 

were $3,601 or more. . ^ 
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TABLE I A 

OISIR(6UflON.OF BASIC MAHT AEClPIENfS BY EftlCATKMAL COST RANGE AND GftANTiEU^^ 

AIADENIC rEAR 19?7-lia ^ 



GRANT LEVEL 



EDUCATIONAL COST 
RANGE 



0' ItSOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



t 0 
399 



22.990 
30.2tl 



m 

799 



1 69.7tl 



tBOO 
999 



0 

1 0.01) 



iiiooq^- / 

1.199 / 



0 

( 0.01) 



J1.200 - , 
1.399 V 



0 

I 0.0t) 



1.501 - l.BOO 

NJHBEfl OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



I18OI ; 2il00 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



I 2.101 - 2.400 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



2.401 • 2.700 

KUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



2.701 - 3.000 

NUMBER OUECIPIENTS 
PERCENT of] RECIPIENTS 



3.001 • 3.300 

/ 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



3.301.' 3.600 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



, 3.601t 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

, TOTAL 



ERIC "" ""'P'ENIS 
MfeapCENT OF RECIPIENTS 



36.565 
I 13.01) 



49.176 
I ll.lDi 



36,926 
i 10.111 



14.454 
I 6.911 



16)410 
1 9.911 



7.573 
10.2tl 



6(292 
I 10.211 



26.824 
I 12. Ul 



217.210 
I 11.7tl 



104.676 
I 37. 2t) 



139.493 
I 49.61) 



< 0 

I o.a) 



122.512 
I 27.6t) 



203.321 
I 45.91) 



67.855 
I 15.311 



69.251 
I 24.51) 



36.429 
i IJ0.5II 



194.311 
I 53.51) 



37.608 
I 23.21). 



16.959 
I 10.4U 



15.042 
I 9.21) 



39.677 
( 24.011 



16.596 
( JO.OI) 



17.532 
'I 10.61) 



18.169 
I 24.50 



8.066 
( 10.91) 



6.472 
I 11.41) 



14.572 
23.71) 



6.580 
I 10.71) 



6.949 
11.3tl 



1 56.256 
'I 25.511 



25.255 
I 11.41) 



535.996 
I 29.0t) 



454. 721 
( 24.6}) 



25.8?C 
I ll.T^II 



336.C31 

I 



0 

I 0.01) 



0 

I 0.01) 



4.122 
I 1.11) 



76.068 
I 48.01) 



30.368 
1 18.31) 



9.120 
1 12.31) 



7.274 
11.811 



30.574 
( '13.811 



159.526. 
i Ul) 
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Table 5B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Educational 

Cost Range and Grant Level 



Table 5B is a distribution of all dependent Basic Grant recipients by 
Educational Cost Range and Grant Level, ^t sho^d be noted that the 
educational cost ranges, are in $300 increments after the first educa- 
tional cost range of $1,500 or less. % 

A 

Table 5B indicates that 747,813 or 65,8% of all dependent Basic Grant 
repipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational 
costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700, Also, 32,265 or 2,8% of all depen- 
dent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions where 
the educatidnal costs were $^500 or less. These , received Basic Grant 
assistance of less than $799. 



Table 5B also shows that 195,344 or 17.2% of all dependent Basic Grant 
recipients attended postsecondary institutions where the educational 
costs ranged from $2,701 to $3,600^ Also 160,525 or. 14.1% of all 
dependent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary institutions 
where the educational costs were $3,601 or more. 



/ 
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OUfRieUflON 0^ BASI'C GRANT RECIPIENTS Br EDliCATlCNAL COST RANGE AND (RANT LEVa 

ACAOENIC YEAR 1977-78 

ttmm RECIPIENTS r . ^ 

UWtW % GRANT LEVEL 



EOUCATIONA COST 


( 0- 

200 


(400 • 


(800 • 

AAA 


(liOOO - 

1 1 AA 

1.199 


(li2Q0- 

1 4 A A 

li399 , 


11.400 


TOTAL 


0- i.soo 

NUNBER OF RECIPIEltlS 
KtKUIil Ur KclirlCnU 


^ 8,063 
1 O«0t) 

— H 


24,177 
1 74.911 


0 

1 OtOII 


0 

i O.OII 


0 

i O.OII 


0 

1 0.011 


32.265 
1100.011 


' liSOl ^ liSOO I 
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 


^ i in 51^ 


56tb4l 


91i023 


0 

1 O.OII 


0 

1 Anal 

1 O.OII 


0 

1 O.OII 


V. ■ 

/ 164,506- 

/' Ilco.cti 

,i -I 


mm OF RECIPIENTS 
PER'CEtll Of RECIPIENTS 


25.393 


67i6S6 

1 All 
1 40t04J 


116f679 

i Lk All 


1 


41.261 
1 16.211 


0 

1 O.OII 


0 

f A At 1 

1 O.OII 


/ ' . 

253. 109 
i 100. 01) 


2il01 • 2.^00 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
rcjnicni ur nctlrltni) 


22,552 

i lA nf 1 


56,186 

1 It nl 1 


25.505 
1 11.3i| 


117.152 
1 52.2(1 


2.633 
1 1.111 


ill 0 

1 0.01) 


t 

.224.026 
1100.01) 


2iWl- 2,700 ^ 

MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PtRCtNi OF ItECIPIENiS 


1 t«B|| 


bi094 
1 |3.6II 


a, 122 
1 10.411 


10.149 
1 9. 511 


50.342 
1 47.411 


i- 

J' 

1 0.0f| 


' 106 , 090 
POOO.OI) 


2iT0l- 3,00(1 
MIHBER OF RECIPIENTS 


iOte7o 

• i Q All 
\ '•Oil 


27.141 

1 4li)«l 

. 1. 


'/ ■ 

11,360 

1 In 9tk 

1 


•if 

111 717* 
10.511 


— '1— ' ' 

23,029 

1 tA ASI 

1 20.81) 


26t424 
,' I 23.61) 


110.561 
1100.01) 


3i00l • 3.300 
MIHBER OF RECIPIENTS 

DCfifCMT nc BCrlDlCUft 

rcKlcNI Ur KcUricnl) 


4,374 


10,590 
1 24.011 


1 

5,079 
1 11.511 


5.069 
1 11.511 


6.446 
1 14.61) 


1 

12,440 
1 28.211 


44.000 
1100.01) 


3i301 • 3,600 
MR OF RECIPIENTS 

DPOfFMT lY QCriDlCUTC 
rCNlcni (Jr HcllrlCliI) 


4.17B 

J 1 A If 1 


9,634 
1 23«6I| 


4,569 
1 11.2il 


1 

4,620 
1 11.311 


5,802 
1 14.21) 


\lli980 
' 1 «^3|| 


- ' - 

40, 783 
I100;0|) 


3,60 U 

MiNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


H,661 
1 12.211 


41.579 
1 2S.9t) 


19.069 
1 11.811 


19.113 
1 Il.tll 


i 

26,027 
1 16.21) 


35.076 
1 21.611 


U0,S25 
llOO.OII 


TOTAL 

^'"'ER OF RECIPIENTS 

KLCtNf Of REciPinrs 


121,341 
1 10.611 


316.898 
1 26.011 


^^S«t.426 
1 .25.211 


209,081 
I 18.411 


114.281 
' I 10.01) 


85(920 

1 r.'si) 


1.135.947 
1100.01) 
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Table 5G Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Edugational 

Cost Range and .Grant Level 

/able 5!c is a distribution of all independent Basic Grant recipients 
by Educational Cost Range and Grant Level, It should be noted that 
the educational cost ranges are in .$300 -increments aftfer the first 
educational cost range t>f $1,500 or less, ^ ^ 

Table 5C indicated that 501,157 or 7,0,6% of all independent Basic 
Grant recipients attended, postsecondary institutions where the educa- 
tional costs ranged from $1,501 to $2,700, Also, 43,778 or 6,2% of 
all independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti- 
tutions where the educational costs were $i»500 or le|s. These 
recipients received Basic Grant assistance of less than $799,- 

Table 5C also shows that 105,402 or 14,8% of all independent Basic 
Grant recipients attended postsecondary in^titjutions where the edu- 

I 

cational costs rahged from $2,701 to $3,600. Also 59,796 or 8.4% of 
all' independent Basic Grant recipients attended postsecondary insti- 
tutions where the educational costs were $3,601 or more. 
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TABLE S C 

DISmillUTiON OF BASIC GRANT jl£CIP|£NT! BY EDUCAriONAL, COST AANGE ANC (RANT LEVa 
^ AUOEMIC IfEAR 19??- 78/ 

INOEPENDENT REClPIiiTS 

710,1)) / GRANT lEVa 



EDOCATIONAL COST 


10- 


1400 • 
799 

• WW 


t«)0< r 

IN9 i 


(1,000 - 
lil99 


Ili200 - 
1,399 


tl,400 

^ J 


TOIAl 






« 












NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 

rcllVCni Ur ficllrlCnld 


U,9p^f, 

i \k Af li* 


28,876. 

^ 


/ 


0 


0 

1 O.Qii 


0 

^ ( Q.Qti 


43,778 
IIOO.OIJ 


1 K/l 1 - 1 . iAA 
















NUMBER OF REClPlfNTS 
rci(lcffT Ur RttlrlMId 


19,723 


4B,037 


i 41 711 


1 A. All 


0 


1 A. All 


116,230 
1 iOQ.Sli 


llDUi * fcflVv 
















WR OF RECIPIfflTS ' 


23,783 
i 12.511 


54,656 
1 28. 811 


84 , 642 
1 44.6lt 


26,594 


0 

1 0.011 


0 

1 O.OII 


189,675 
(100.011 


2ilAl •^i400 / 

















MiNBER OF RECIPIENTS 


i lA 411 


33i06$ 


1\i2,924 
1 ^9.211 




' 1,489 
1 l.Qtl 


0 


139,011 
1100.011 






■? 












MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 


5,071. 


12,714 

1 it. 041 


$1837 
1 10. Ill 


4i893 


27,724 
1 49.211^ 


0 

{ 0«0(l 


56 , 241 

hiiou.Oli 













T. 






MNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
rtliLCfll Ur KcvlrlDfi> 


5,540 
1 in 111 


12,536 


5,218 

1 9 Ctl 


' 5,815 

' 1 lA.4tl 


7,339 


lSiW8 
1 33.2fl 


.54,626 
llOO.flii 


















MWBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


3, 199 
1 10.611 


7,599 
i 25.211 


3,007 
1 9.9li 

> 


3,^03 
1 IU2II 


2,672 
1 8.611 


10,242 
1 34.011 


' 30,122 
(lOU.Oli 


3,301 -3,600 


\ 














MlNBERVl^iENTS 
MCtNT OF lECIPIENTS 


2,.1U 


4,938 
i 23.911 


2,011 


2i32) 
1 lU2tl 


=\ 1,472 
i\ 7.1X1 


7,790 
i 37.711 


20,^54 
llOO.OjlJ 


* ),40l» 










1 






MINBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


7,163 
i 11.911 


14,677 
1 24.511 


6,186 
1 10.311 


6,757 
1 U.Stl 


4,547 
( 7.611 


20,466 
1 34.21) 


59.196 
(lOO.OtI 


TOTH 


93,(69 

1 


217,091 
( 30.5tl 


168,295 
( 23.611 


126,950 
1 17.811 


/ 

/ 

45.245 
I 6.30 


56,676 
1 7.911 


' 710,13) 
1100. 01) 
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Table '6A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

"Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level 



Table 6A is a distribution of total Basic Grant recipients b|| Student 
Eligibility Index Range and^rant Leve2f, The grant levels show ranges 
of awards up to and including the maximum award of $1,400. The student 
eligibility indices are distributed in 200 point ranges except for the--^^ 
first category whic^h indicates the number of recipients who received 
zero student eligibility indices, i 

Table 6A indicates that 925,017 or 50.1% of the total "recipient popula- 
tion had student el4.gibility indices of zero-^ with 69.3% of those re- 
cipients with zero studept eligibility indices receiving Basic Grant 
awards ranging from $400 to $1,199. In addition, 142,596 recipients, 
which' constituted 7.7% of the total recipient population, received the 
maximum grant of$l,400. T. 



Fuirthermore, 401,330 recj^ents or 2^1.7% had student eligibility indices 

ranging from 1 to 400 and deceived Basic Gr^nt awards of $1,399 or less. 

Also, 417,372 recipients, which constituted 22.6% of the total recipient 

popuJ^jtion, had student eligibility indices ranging frdm 401 tTo 1,000, and 

they received awards of $999 or less. There were 102,361 or 5.5% of the 

I 

total number of recipients who had eligibility indices of 1,001 to 1,200. 
These recipients received awards of $799 or less. 
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TABLE ^ k 

OlSTRlBUriON Of BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS BY STUDENT ELIGieiLIlY IhOEX RANGE AND GRANT LEV!L 

ACADEHIC r£AR 19TM6 
CRAKO TOTAL . ^ 



Iil46i080 ^ GRANT LEVa 



STUDENT ELIGIBILITY 
IWEX RANGE 


'ID* 
399 


I4D0- 
799 


1600 - 
999 


IliObo - 
lil99 


^ (1.200 • 
1.399 


(1.400 ' 


TOTAL 


D 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


$$•672 
1 6.DI) 


207.112 
1 22.31) 


243.668 
I 26. 3{) 


\ 

192.226 
I 20.7tl 


83.741 
1 9.011 


142iS96 
1 15.41) 


S25.017 
1100.0^ 


1 • 200 

NUHBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


Bi624 
1 3.611 


40.918 
1 16.91) 


58.11S 
i 24.11) 


57.262 
I 23.71) 


75.785 
( 31.41) 


0 

1 0.01) 


240.924 
llOO.Ot) 


2Di • 400 1 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


6,B5$ 
1 4.211 


26.888 
I 18.DI) 


38.142 
1 23.711 


> 

86.521 
1 53.91) 


0 

1 0.0S) 


0 

1 0.011/ 


160.406 

1100. on 


401 • 60O 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


6i832 
( 4. SI) 


29,163 
1 19JI) ' 


r 

114.792 
^76.111 


' 0 

■ 1 'o.oii 


0 

( 0.01) 


"o- 
1 o.oti 


150.807 
ilOO.OI) 


.^V 601 - 800 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


16.416 

I 11.611 

^ 


12S.D26 
1 88.3tl 


4 

I 0.011 


1 0.01) 


0 

1 0.01) 


0 

1 0.01) 


141(446 
(100.01) 


eol - looo 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


2Di251 
1 16.11) 


104.866 
1 63. 8t) 


0 

1 0.01) 


0 

1 0.01) 


t 

0 

( 0.01) 


0 

( 0.01) 


H*. ' 

\ 

125.U7 
IICO.CO 


IDDl • 12D0 

hUMBER OF RECIPIENT! 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

it 


lD2i358 
1 99.91) 


3 

1 D.OS) 


0 

I O.OII 


I 0 
I 0.01) 


0 

( 0.01) 


0 

1 0.01) 


102.361 
1100.01) 


mi 

mm oFREciPi^s 

^ERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


217.21D 
1 11.7t) 


S33.996 
i 29. CO 


454.721 
1 24.60 


. 336.031 
,i 18.21) 


159.526 
1 8.61) 


142.596 
I 7.711 


1.846.080 

iioo.ot) 
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Table 6B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level 

(J 

Table 6B is identical to table 6A with the exception that this table ' 
was produced for dependent recipients only. Table 6B indicates that 
465,821 dependent recipients, or 41% of the total number of dependent 
recipients, had eligibility indices of zero. Of those dependent re- 
cipients with, zero eligibility indices, 313, 185 d^peft^tfa^^ r^cipieaits . 
or 67.1% received B^sic'' Grant awards ranging^ f^op/$4'6o : to $f ,199, 
while 85,920 dependent -recipients or* 18.4% ifec^ived the max,J.iBum 



award^of $l,46pt' '"^-r 



^ Irf add it Iqn,.^ 302,6)^4 or 2^.^ hacjr\stud6mt ^ligitiility- in- 

.'dices ranging- fijf^va to VOO. . Also , ^294,22Q or 25. 9% of f^^ '-dependent 
. *;^'recipi^ntfe h^j|^^elfjgj,bilf:ty indices^^nfting f rom-AOl JB^jOOO*.^ ancj *. 
. 73,24S 6i-'^r4t-had elAgibtilt> indices^ranging '^rom I^AL to f,! 



Ajj ilsPBle 6B shd'iJS, ,440V^9n depeiident repapients. reo^iyed awards (of 



'$799 or less. ' Thesl^Wclpients comprised 38i; 6i -cx^ ^the to/tal ^pendent 



, recitiientr population^ jj^n'^ifdition, 609,788 or 5J. 6%^of thei,4epehd,pnt 
recdp.ients received awards ^^angipg fro^jgj-* $800 *to^$l, 399, kndj^5.y920. or 
7i5% of the dependent t*fecipient*/popalatidn reGeived the^max^tmum awafd 



i TABLE 6 B 

OtSTIIIBUIlON OF BASIC GRANI REClMENlS BV miM ELlGlBiUTIT IhDEX RANGE AND GAANT LEVEL 
) ACAOENIC KEAR Wl'li 

CEPENOENT RECIPIENTS ^ 



m,W m} LEVEL 



SfUDENr ELIGIBIlUY 
* 1 Ml EX RANGE 


t 0 • 

399 


nOO • 
799 


iBUU • 
M9 


lil99 


I.3f9 


tl.400 


TCTAL 


0 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 




Willi 

1 iUW 


I 27,611 


7 (I 304 

1 20,91) 


s 

1 10.511 


85|920 
1 18.411 


465 1 821 
' (lOO.OO 


1-200 

\ 

NUNBcK OF RcCIPIcNl) 
PERCENT OF REClXENTS 




I 15.011 


17| 130 

I 24.0t) 


45i271 
1 23.611 


64.990 
I 34.2S) 


0 

1 o.oti 


190(006 
11C0.G() 


2(1 - 400 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS ' 


j 

1 . 

3.ii6 

1 2.9t) 


16i916 
1 IS.OtI 


26 t 184 ^ 
I 23.2(1 


66i246 
I 56.81) 


•0 

I 0.0S) 


! 

0 

1 0.0(1 


112i6S6 
(100.00 


' 401 - 600 

NUMBER Or REClPicNlS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


ill 30 

1 2.9t) 


1 15.811 


i 61.111 

r 


< 

0 

I 0.01) 


1 

0 

1 0.01) 


0 

i 0.0(1 


105,772 
(100.0(1 


601 • BOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


BilOB 
1 8.21) 


90 1 364 
1 91.7tl 


« 1 

i 

2 ' 
1 O.OII 


1 o.oj 




0 

1 0.0() 


\ 

Q 

I 0.0() 


M.474 
(100.0(1 


80 1 - lOOO 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENI) 
PERCENT OF REClPIBlTS 


in TiT 

( U.9t) 


' 1 68.011 


u 

I O.Otl 

A. 


c 

I o.ori 


1' 


0 

1 0.01) 


0 

I o.oo 


, 69,974 
(ICO.OO 


1001 • 1200 

MJMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


^ " 73,242 
ilOO.Oli 


0 

1 O.OII 


0 

1 O.Oli 


D 

1 0.01) 


/ 


> 


0 

1 o.oo 


1100.00 

^ 


TOTAL • 

NUMBER OF'RECiPlENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 

i 


121.341 
1 10.611 


318{i696 
1 2|f.OI) 


286,426 ' 
1 2$.'2I) 


209iOBl 
I 18.41) 


U4,281 
< 4*10.01) 


85,920 
1 7.50. 


l,135,f47 , 
IIOO^OO 
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Table 6C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

; .V Eligibility Index Range and Grant Level * ' 

Table 6C was produced for independent Recipients vrt^ are distributed 
by Student Eligibiltiy Index Range and Grant Level./ 

This Table, shows that 459,196 or^4.7% of independent recipie^nts had 
student eligibiltiy indices of zero.. Of these independent recipients 
with zero student eligibiltiy indices, 364,273 or 79.2% received 
grants ranging' from $400 to $1,399, with 56; 676 or 12.3% receiving ^ 
the maximum grant. 

IP 

Furthermore, 98,666 or 13.9% of the independent recipients had eligi- 
bility indices ranging from 1 to 400; 123,152 or 17.3% had eligibility 
indices ranging from 401 to 1000; and 29*119 or 4.1%, had student eligi- 
bility indices ranging 'from 1001 to 1200. J 
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IA6LE 6 C 



INDEPENDENT RECIPIENIS 
710,133 



OISTftlflUIION Of MSIC 6MNT RECIPIENIS BK STUOENF ELIGlBIUiy IWEX RANGE AND GRANT LEKfL 

ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-7B \ 



7 



GRANf LEVEL 
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[ 



STUDENT aiciBiiiir 
INDEX RANGE 




» 0 - 
399 


t400 - 

' 799 


tsoo - 

999 


11,000 - 
ltl99 , 


(1,200 - 
1,399 


U,400 


, TOTAL 


0 

M)NBER OF RECIPIENT! 
pCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


38.247 
1 8.3{) 


120,140 
1 26.10 


115.017 
I 25. 0» 


1 

94.666 
I 20.61) 


34,4^0 
I 7.51) 


56.676 
1 12.31) 


— 

459,196 
llOO.Ot) 


i - 200 

NUH6ER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


3.4S1 
I 6.71) 


12.304 
( 24.1{| 


12,357 
1 24.211 


12,011 
1 23. St) 


10,795 
1 21.2{) 


0 

I 0.0t) 


50,918 
1100.01) 


201 - ^00 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECiPIENIS 


9 /' 

. 3,545 

} 7.4n 


11,972 
I 25.011 


11.958 
( 25. 0!) 


20,273 ' 
r42.4{) 


, 0 
1 0.01) 


0 

1 0.01) 


47.748 
UOO.Ot) 


401 • 600 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


•/ 

3.696 
1 8. 211 


12,376 
1 27.41) 


26.961 
( 64.30 


0 

1 0.01) 

* 


0 

( 0.01) 


0 

{ O.OII 


45 , 035 

. nco.ot) 


601 • BOO 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


1 

8,'310 


1 

1 34,662 
^ 1 80.61) -J 


2 

I 0.01) 


0 

( 0.01) 


r 1 — 

0 

( O.Ot) 


0 

1 O.Ot) 


42,974 
(100.01) 


BOl - lOOO 

NJNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
\P£flC£NT Of RECIPIENTS 


9,504 
1 27.0tl 


25,639 
( 72.9{) 


0 

1 O.Ot) 


■ \ 

0 

1 O.Ot) 


( 

0 

( O.Ot) 


0 

1 o.oti 


' , , 

35,143 

iioo;oi) 


1001 : 1200 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
' PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


29,116 
1 99.91) 


3 

I O.OII 


0, 
1 O.Ot) 


/ 

/o 

1 0.01) 


0 

1 O.Ot) 


0 

1 O.Ot) 


29.119 
I100.0t) 


' •' ' TOTAL 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


95,669 
1 13. 5{) 


217,098 
1 30.511 


' 168,295 
1 23.611 


126,950 
1 17.811 


45.245 
1. 6.311 


... i 

56,676 
'l 7.9tl 


710,133 
(lOO.Ot) 



0 . 
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^ Table 7A Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Stuient 

Eligibility Index Range and Type of ^Institution 

^' , ' 

Table 7A shows the distribution? of Basic Grant recipients by Student 
' Eligibility Index ^nd Type of Institution. The categorieS'-tJf institu- 
tions presented 'in this table are identical ^o those reported on the 

Institutional Progress Report. <^ 

« 

'Of the 1,846,080 Basic Grant recipients, 79ii^28^ttended universities 
and 623,754 attended two-year institutions. The Basic Grant recipients 
enrojfled at these two types of institutions accounted for over 75% of 
ali^ recipients. 

) • V • ' , 

As Table 7A shows, 359,612 or approximately 45% of-* the Basic ""Grant 
recipients enrolled in universities had student eligibility indij^^^ 
^ of zero. Another 111*644 or 14.1% of the recipients enrolled in imi- 
versities had student eligibility indices in the 1 to fOO range. In 
comparison, 356,986 or approximately 57/. of the recipients enrolled 
in two-year institutions had student eligibility indices of zero and 
72,451 or approximately 12^--1^ad s ^dent eligibility indices in the 
1 to 200 range. 
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DlSTRIBUriDN OF BASIC GRANf RECIPIENTS BY SIUDENI EUGIBIUiy INDEX lUNGE AND TYPE OF MSIIIIIIIGN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 1977- ?8 
CAAkO fOIAl » . 



1,8^6.080 fYPEOf iNsriruiiOfi^ 



' STUDENT EUGIBILMY 
INOU RANGE 


UNIVERSITIES 


OTHER 
4 

YEARS 


.2 

YEARS 


1 YEAR BUT 
LESS THAN 

2 YEARS 


6 MONTHS 
BUT LESS THAN 
1 YEAR 


CTHER 


TOTAL 


0 

MIHBER OF HECIPIENTS 


359.612 


136,233 


356.986 


22,282 


49,904 


0 


S25.017 


I - 200 i 
nAllfif RECIPIENTS 


111^644 


45,517 


72,451 


3,833 


7,479 


0 

1 


240,924 

' . — L. 


' 201 - 4D0 
^UNBEfl OF RECIPIENTS 


' 74,873 


30,515 


47,554 


2,578 


4,886 


t 

0 


160.406 


401 ' 600 
MiNBER OF RECIPIENTS 


»0,915 


29,558 


44,207 


2,189 


3 , 938' 


0 


150,807 


601 • 800 
NUH6ER OF RECIPIENTS 


66.394 


28,217 


41,081 


1 

2,080 


3,676 


0 


141,448 


801 - tOOO 
UHBEROF RECIPIENTS 


59,826 


25,806 

tl(t — 


34.840 


1,775 


2,868 


0 


125,117 


1001 - 1200 
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 


50,362 


21,944 


26.635 


1.385 


2.035 


0 


102,361 


TOTAL 

WH6ER OF RECIPIENTS 


793,628 


. 3175790 


623,754 


36.122 


74.786 


♦ 

0 


1,846,060 
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Table 7B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

^^^^^^igibility Index- Range and Type of Institution 

"TTable^^B indicates the ^distribution of -dependent Basic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution. 

Dependent Basic Grant recipients show the same trends in enrollmeni^nd 
student eligibility index as the total recipient population. As indi- 
catted by the table, 536,455 or approximately 47% were eni^oll^d in uni- 
per^ities and 326,624 or almost 29% were enrolled in two-year institutions. 



thi 



thus a^icounting for approximately 76% of the dependent recipients. 

t)f the 536,455 dependent recip'ients enrolled in universities, 207,034 
Jbr 38*6% had student eligibility indices of zero and 91,097 or 17% had 
student , eligibility indices in the 1 to 200 range. ^This same trend is 
shown in two-year institutions, with 152,825 or 46.8% of the 326,624 
dependent" r-ecipients having student eligibility indices of zero and ; 
53,708 or 16.4% with student eligibility indice^pn the'l to 200 range. 
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OlSTRIBunON OF mi GRANT RECIPiENiS BY MH} ELlGieillllf INDEX RANGE ANC TYPE OF INSTITUTION 

ACAOEillCVEAR 197T-T8 \ 
lEPENDENT RfCIPlENTS \ \ 



liU)i«47 ' . TYPE OF INSTITUTION 



' , STUDENT ELlGIBIlITY 
' INDEX RANGE 


UNIVERSITIES' 


OTHER 
4 

YEARS 


' 2 
YEARS 


1 YEAR BUT 
LESS THAN 

2 YEARS 


6 MONTHS 
BUT LESS THAN 
1 YEAR 


OTHER 


TOTAL 


0 

NUHBER OF RECIPIENTS 


207,034 


t 

79,694 


152,825 


9,517 


16|S51 


0 


165,821 


1-200 
MIHBCR OF RECIPIENTS 


91,097 


3S«357 


53.708 


9 

2,655 


4,169 


0 


190,006 


201 • m 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS' 


55, ISO] 




29,851 


1,554 


2,405 


0 


112,C58 


401 - 600 
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 


52, OM 


22,979 


27,514 


li321 


M,944 


0 


105, 772 


1 

m ' 8ob 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 


4B,744 


22,076^ 


24,633 


1,174 


1 1.645 


0 


S6,474 ' 


BO I • 1000 
OF RECIPIENTS' 


441937 


20,804 


21,689 


1,088 


1.456 


0 


69,974 


1001 • 1200 
MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 


) 

37,479 


17,571 


16,404 


~t 

817 


971 


0 


, '73,242 


TOTAL 

MMBER OF RECIPIENTS 

- ... i. . 


536,495 


225,381 

I 
1 


326,624 


18.126 


29,361 


0 


1,135,S47 
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Table 7G Distribution 'of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

Eligibility Index Range and Type of Institution 

/ ■ • 

Table 7C shows the distribution of independent ^asic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibility Index and T3^pe of Institution. 

As indicated by Table 7C, 297,130 independen^recipients were enrolled 
in two-year institutions, which accounted f^ 41.8% of the independent 
recipients. In addition, 257,173 or appVo;cimately 36% of the indepen- 
dent recipients were enrolled in universities. Altogether, these two 
types of institutions accounted for over 78% of the independent 
recipients. 

Of the 297,130 independent recipients enrolled in two-year institu- 
tions, 204,161 or 68.7% had student eligibility indices of zero. In 
addition, 152,578 or more than 59% of the 257,173 independent recip- 
ients in universities had student eligibility indices of zero. 

) 
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' mi 7 c 

OlSTRIBunON OF BASIC GIUNI RECIPIENTS BY SIUOENf ELIGIBILITY INOEx RANGE AM) T|E (f INSIIIIillCN 

- ' ACADENiC YEAR 1977-78 , | 

INOEPENOENr RECIPIENTS ^ 

710,13) . TYPE Of INSTITUTION ' 



STUDENT ELIGIBILITY 
INDEX RANGE 


UNIVERSITIES 


OTH^R 
4 

Kears 


2 

YEARS 


1 YEAR 6UT 
LESS THAN 

2 YEARS 


j6 MONTHS 
BUT LESS THAN 
1 YEAR 


OTHER 


TOTAL 


0 

imm or RECIPIENTS' 


1$2,$7B 


56, 33^ 


204,161 


' 12,765 


33,353 


,0 


459,196 


1-200 
NUNBER Of RECIPIENTS 


20.547 


7,160 




f 

lil76 


^\ 

* 3,290 


0 


< 

50,916 


201-400 
NIH8ER Of RECIPIENTS 


19,723 


. 6,617 


1 -r- 

17,703 


1,024 


2,481 


0 


47,748 


401 - 6^ 
mm Of RECIPIENTS 


16.901 


6,579 


16,693 


868 


1,994 


> 

0 


45,035| 


601 - 600 
NUHBER OUECJPIENTS 


17.650 


6,139. 


16,448 


906 


1,631 


0 


42,974 


BOl - 1000 
hUNBER Of RECIPIENTS 


14,691 


I '5,002 


13,151 


' ' ^ 667 


1,412 


0 


.'5,143 


1 AA 1 1 inn 

100 1 - 1200 
NUNBER Of RECIPIENTS 


12.683 


1 

4,373 


10,231 


* 568 


1,064 


0 


, 29,,119 


TOTAL 

NJN6ER Of RECIPIENTS 


257,173 


^ 92,409 


297,130 


17,996 


45,425 


0 


710,133 
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Table 8A ^ Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and Average 

Grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level ^ 

Table '8A^ indicatS^ the distribution of Basic Grant recipients and 
average gfant by Type of Institution and Grant J[,evel , 

. r ■ ■ 

As indicated by Table 8A, 793,628 or approximJHty 43% of the Basic 
Grant /recipients enrolled in universities- Some 203,430 or 25,6% of 
these recipients received grants in the $1,000 to $1,199 range and 
an6ther 196,826 or 24.8% received grants in the $800 to $999 range. 
An additional 186,353 or 23,5% of the recipients enrolled in univer- ' 
sities received grants ranging from $400 to $799. Grants ranging 
from $400 to $1,199 were received 'by 73, 9% of these recipients. .The 

» 

average grant at universities was $900, 

However, the trends foii the 623,754 or 33.8% of the recipients" enrolled 
at two-year institutions were somewhaCj^if^rent , Some 238 ,''542 or 38.2% 
received grants in the $40a|^ $799 range. Also,. 197,283 or 31.6%^ re- ^fe 
celved grants in the $800 to $999 range and 96,137 or 15,4% received 
grants of $399 or^l^ss. Thefefore, 85,3% of the Basic Gfa«4;^re^cipients ^ 
who attended two-year institutions &ji»feived grants of $999 or' less. 



The average grant at two-year institutions was $747, 

Of the 1,846,080 recipients, 535,996 or 29% received grants ranging from 
$400 to $799, 454,72Lor 24.6% received grants ranging^from $800 to $999 
and another. 336,031 or 18.2% received grants in the $1,000 ^to $1,199 
range. Approximately 72% of the recipients received grants ranging from 
$400 to $1,199. ^ 
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TABLE 8 A 

OISIRIWnON Of BASIC CHANT RECIPIENTS AND AVEMAGE CMNl flV Wi Of INSTIIIJIION AND GRANT l£y£L 

ACADEMIC YEAR 1977*76 



GRANT LEVEL 



TVPE Of INSTITUTION 


» 0 • 

399 


$400- V 

177 > 


$600 - 


$1,000 ' 
1. 199 


$1,200 - 
1.399 


$1 .400 


TOTAL 


UNIVERSITIES ' 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE CRANI 


71.272 


186.353 

^ 


196.62^ 


203,430 


65,032 


50,715 


» 

. 793,(26 
$900 


OTHER 4 YEAR 

MiMBER Of 'RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRANT 


. 31.206 


75.466 


45,002 

i 


64.746 


45.810 


55,540 

• 


317,790 
$953 


2 VEAlT^^ 

hUHBER Of RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRANI ' 


^ 96.137 


238fS42 

V 


197.263 


50,635 


17.130 


23.827 


623.754 


1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS 

; WNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRANI / 


6.657 


11.763 


5.199 


, 4.626 

X — 


a 

'2,446 


' 5,429 


' 36,122 

A AAA 

$809 


6 HONIHS BUT LESS THAN 1 Yft 

NUHBER Of RECIPIENTS ' 
AVERAGE GRANT 

c 


11.938 


23.652 


.10.411 ' 


12,394 


9.106 


7.065 


74,786 
$824 

*• 


OTHER 

• DUMBER Of RECIPIENTS i 

AVERAGE GRANI 
1 

TOTAL 

MJNBEii Of RECIPIENTS 


u 


U 


t 


0 


0 

i 


' 0 


0 

$0 ' 


217,210 


535,996 


454,721 


3)6,031 


159,526 


142,596 


.1.846.060 
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Table 8B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and Average 

Grant by Type of Institution and Grant Level 

• f ' 

Table- 8B shows the distributiop^f dei^endent Basic Gr^nt recipients and 
average grant by Type of Institution arid Grant Level. 



As Table 8B indicates, 536,455 or approximately A7% of the dependent 
recipients enrolled in universities^ Over 73% of those dependent. 
cipients enrolled in universities received grants ranging from $400 to 
$1,199, with 111 ,1^1 or 23.8% iti the $400 to $799 range. There were 
140,05,8 or 26.1% in the $800 to $^99 range, m^d another 128,409 or 
23.9% received grants in the $1,000 to $1,199 range. The average 
grant for depencrent recipients enrolled in universities was $898. 

As shown in Table SB, of Ithe 326,624 dependent recipients enrolled in 



two-year institutions, 122,261 received grants ranging from $400 to 
$799 and another 107,817 received grants ranging from $800 to $999. 

V 

The average gMnt at two-year instit;^tions for dependfent recipients 



was $766. ^ 'i 

Moreover, of the 1,135,947 dependent recipients, 318,898 received grants^ 

in the $400 to $79^range. Another 286,426 received grants in the $800 

\o $999 rarige and an additional 209,081 received grants ranging from 

$1,000 to. $1, 199. Approximately 72Fof the dependent recipients received 

grants ranging from $400 to $1,199, . ^ 
^ ' * . ' 



7ff 



mm 8 i ^ 

0UTRi6Uri(M OF 6A£1C GRMI RECIPU^TTiNO AVEKAGE GkAbIT TYPE CF INSIlTUIiON AND GMNI lEVEL 
DEKNOENf KECIFIENTS 



ACADEMIC YEAD 197176 
UANT LEVEL 



tyfeIgf institution 


1 0 • 

. 399 


m - 

799 


(800 - 
999 


U,000 - 
1,199 


»i.200 - 
1.399 


$1 .400 


TOTAL 


UNIVERSITIES ' 

NUMBER OF RKIFIENTS 
' AVERAGE GRANT 


41)363 


127,767 

r 


140.056 


t 

' 128,409 


61.063 


31,795 


i' 

536455 
$696 


01HER S YEAR 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRANT , 


22.233 


i 

53,953 


s 

31,890 

1 


\ 45,036 

A 


36.593 


35.676 


^25,381 
$952 


2 YEAK 1 

MJNBEII OF REClPIENli 
AVERAGE GRANT ^ 


\ 


\ M3,706 

— i 


122,261 


107,817 


28,511 


11.595 


12,734 


326,624 
il66 


1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2 VRS 

KUNBER OF RECIPIENTS \ 
AVERAGE (RANT \ 


3.333 


^ — 

5,846 


2.537 


2.327 


1.336 

\ 


2,747 


18,126 


6 NONTHS BUf' LEjS THAN 1 YR 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE (RANT 


i 

4.706 


9.071 


— \ 

4.124 


4,796 


3.694 


2,966 


. \29,36l 
^$830 


OTHER 

NUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE (RANT 


? 0 


0 

' N 


V 

0 


0 


0 




0 

10 


TOTAL 

MM6ER OF RECJPIENTsJ 


1 

i 


121i3M 


\ 

• 318.89^ 


266.426 


209,08 


- 


114.281 


. / 

85,920 


1,135,947 



K 77 
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Table 8C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients and Average 

Grant by. Type of Institution and Grant Level' 



Table 8C shows the distribution of independent Basic Grant recipients 

» 

A - ' 

)^ and average grant by Type of Institution and Gr^t Level. 



As indicated by Table 8C, 297,^0 of the independent^^i;:ecip|ien^s were 
^enrolled in two-year institutions. Of these independent recipients, 
116,281' received grants ranging from $400 to $799 and 89,466 received 
grants ranging from $800 to $999. The average grant at two-year 

- . ■ ■ ■ \ ' 

institutions for independent recipients was $726. y 



Another 257,173 independent recipients were enrollefd in universiti/s , 
with an average grant ^of $904. Of these independent recipient^^ j^8, 586 
received grants ranging from $400 to $799, 56,768 received grants in 
the $800 to $999 range jjand another 75,021 received grants ranging from 
$1,000 to $1,199. ^ 




TABLE 8 C 

OiSTRIBUriON OF' BASIC CRANI RECiPJfNiS AND AVERAGE GRAN? H m CF INSIHUltON AND GRAN? LEVEL 

ACAOEHIC VEAR 1977-78 *' 
INOePtNOENT RECIPIENTS ^ f ^' 

710.13} * . GRANT LEVEL ^ i, ,V 



TYPE OF {NSf-irUTION . 


» 0 - 


♦400 - 
799 


»800 - 
99? 


11, QUO - 
1,199 

< 


$li200 • 


11,400 


TOTAL ^ 


' UN|VERSII1ES 

'II 

NJNBER OF RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRAM 




1 

56(586 


56,768 


'— — / 

/ 

75,021 


23,969 

-4- 


18'i^20 . 
_ ^ 


257, 173 
$904 


OTHERS 4 YEAR 

MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
'AVERAGE GRANT * 


' : 8,973. 


21,.533 . 

/ 

! 


LI 

• 13,112 


19,710^ 


9,21? 


/ 

19,flW' 

,5 


92,409 
t957 


2 VEAR , 

NUHBER OF RE^IPIE^ITS 
AVERAGE GRANT y 


52f43l 


* 

ni,28i ' 


69,466 


22,324 ' 


■5,535 , 


K ■ 

< 

' 11,093 


J 

2S7,130 
/i726 

1 


1 YR .BUT LESS THAN 2 YRS 

' fUNBER (A; liECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE^GRANT 


< 

f • 

r 


5i917 


^ 2,662 


2,2'99 




' /V 2,682 


' ' "■■ ' / 
' ^80J? 


6 HONTHS But less IhaN 1 YR 

, MJHBER OF RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRANT 

r 


7.232 


i - 

14,781 


6,267 


7,596 ' 


5,412 




'■ ■ *L ' 


ItHER 

>UHBER Of RECIPIENTS 
AVERAGE GRANT 


0 


0 

♦ 


- . 0 


, 0' 


0 

. 1 




■■ —r-^] 

/ i 0 
10 


TOTAL 

IIUNBER OF RECIPIENTS 


N 

95.B69 


217,098 


168,295 


126,950 


45,24$« 


36,676 


( ■ ' r 
t 

710,13) 
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, Table 9A Distribution of Basic Gr^ Recipients by Student 

Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost 'Range 

Table 9A shows the distribution of Baslc^ Grant recipient^ by Student 
Eligibility Ifidex Rang^ and Educational Cost Range. v"^' 

A tota/^f 925,017 B^sfc Grant recipients had student'eligibility indices 
of zero, which:fa/c^iinted for approximately 50%. of the recipient population. 
Of these recipients, 231,118 or 24.9% attended irAtitutionsj^ith educa- 

■ " ft,;- 

tional costs of $1,801 to $2,100. Another 164,030 or L7.7% en^olle^ in 
Institutions with educational costs ranging from' $2,101 to $2,400, and an 
additional 161,249 or 17.4% attended institutions with educational costs 
ranging from $1,501 to $1,800. Therefore. 6p%'of the recipients.with 
zero student eligibility indices enrolled 111 institutions .with educational 
costs ranging from $1, "501 to' $2,400. 

Table 9A also shows that 442^364 or 23.9% of the total Basi^rant recipi- 

* ( V -A 

.ents weije enrolled fn in5tituj,i,^^s with educational costs ranging from 

$l,80i to $2,100. In additidf^8.7t of the total recipients enrolled in 
institutions with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $2,400. However, 
220,321 or 11.9% of the recipients were- enrolled in institutions with e<^- 
cational cos.ts of more, than $3,600. It is interesting to note that, of the 
442,864 recipients enrolled in institutions with educational costs ranging 
from $1,801'' to $2,100", 211,118 or approximately 52% had student eligibility 
Indices of zero. < 



/ TABLE 9 A 

OISTMBUIION Of BASIC GAANT RECIPIENTS BY STUOENJ ELUIBILITY INDEX fAhCE AND ECUCATIONAl CCST HANGE 

ACADEHIC YEAH 1917-78 



(RAM TOTAL 



lia4(.060 



EOUUTIONAL COST RANGE 




^iERIC 



'ft: ^ 

^ble 9B Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

/ Eligibility Ipdex Range and Educational Cost Range 

■ ' ' 

Tabli#^,9B indj.cates the distribution^f dependent Basic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibility Index Range and Educational Cost Range. 

As shown in Table 9B,; 465,821 or 41% of the dependent recipients had 
'student eligibility indices of zero. Of these dependent recipients, 
107,607 or 23.1% wery enrolled in institutions with educational*^ costs 
ranging from $1,801 to $2,l6o. ' ' * 

Also, 253,189 or 22.2% of all dependtftit recipients were enrolled in 
yistp. tut ions with, educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100. 
WithinN^thls cost cate'^ory, 107,607 or approximately 42% had student 
rgibility indices of zero. 



if 



1 



80 



J' 



TABLE 9|B 

OlSTRieUTIO^ }f BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS Br^TUDENT ELIG1611ITV INDEX RANCE AND ECUCATIONAL COST RANGE 

ACAOENIC VEAR 197MB 

DEPENDENT RECIPIENTS 



lil)),94? 



i INDEX RANGE 


1500 


1 CAI - 

1501 • 
1600 


r80l • 
'2100 


1 • v> 

210-1 • 
2400 


2401 • 
2700 


2701 • 
3000 


3001 • 
3300 


3301 ' 
3600 


3601» 


TOTAL 


4' ^tiiiUilRA nri* till rAi*4 

NUMilR RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS * 


l$i840 
I 3.41) 


85.327 
( 1B.3II 


107i607 
( 23.11) 


81.032 
1 17.3IJ 


!j 1 

47,417 
I 10.1)1 

1 


46,724 
I 10.0)) 


> 19,385 
1 4.1)) 


16,708 
( 3.5)1 


45,761 
1 9.61) 


465,821 
1100. Of) 


1-200 

NUMBER RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS 


5i610 
1 2.91) 


25i599 
i 13.411 


43,047 
1 22.611 


1 

37,958 
1 19.911 


16,600 
( 8.7)1 


18,108 
i 9.5)1 


' 7.124 
1 3.70 


6,630 
i ].!)l 


• A 

29,130 
1 15.3)) 


190, oof 
1100.0)1 


201 - 40C 

NUHBER RECJP1» 
PIRCENT RECIpA 


ITS 
NTS 


1 2.71) 


1 12.7)1 




23,661 
1 21.11) 


9,652 
I 8.5)) 


1 A /in 

10,417 
1 9.2)1 


1 

' 4,222 
1 3.7)) 


4.109 
( 3.6)1 


16,263 
1 16.21) 


112,656 
1100.0)) 


40*^600 

NOHBER ii||||j£NIS 
PERCENT MiENTS 


2ii39 
1 2.41) 


12i958 
i 12.2SI 


^ 

V 

23,223 

I 21. 9t) 

— 1^ 


22,837 
( 21.511 


6,800 
( 8.3)1 


9,798 
1 9.2)) 


3,871 
1 3.6)) 1 


3,752 
1 3.5)) 


17,894 
1 16.9)) 


105,772 
1100.0)1 


yMBER RECli»NTS;;Jl 

tew R^yi^^titj^^^ 


■ 

1 ,2»J142 
i. 2.1M 


10i79S 
1 10.91) 


21.063 
r21.4ll 


21,797 
J 22.UI 

' 4' ,' 


■^ 

$♦489 

i M 


9,494 
1 9.6)1 


3,519 
1 3.5)1 


3,505 
( 3.5)) 


^ 

17^650 
.1 17.9)1 


J. ■ 

, J8,474 
#C0.0)) 


m .BOl ^''Ip 

NUMBER Rftlll^ 
PERCENT 1^ 






1 

1 9.811 


19.138 
1 21.211 


19.861 
1 22.01) 


8,184 
i 9.0)1 


1 8,650 
1 9.6)) 


3,254 
1 3.6)1 


3,212 

1 ;,5)i 


17.102, 
119.0)1 




69^974/,;;, 
I100.|l)f| 


. ' .IflOl - Wo ' . 

||b£'R RECIIPIENTS 
P|p^r RECIPU 

vJ^:%fA^ 

:NUip.RteUlENTS 
PEiff NT RECIPIENTS 
1 j 


l.l9f 
( 1.61) 


'%4'.;5i5 
i.VbMi 


14,502 


' i6.66'2 
f 22.71) 


.6,948 
( 9.4'))^ 


■ 

7,4^0 . 
1 10.0)) 


2.625 
I 3.5)) 


2,667 
1 3.6)1 


X' — ~ 

14,705 
I 20.0)1 


7'3,'^42\l 
1100.0)1) 


32.265 ' 
I 2.81) 

i ■ 


164. 5q/ 
I Ml 


25i.lB9 
(22.^1 


224,028 

4 


106,090 
r 9.3)1 


110.561 
1 9.7)1 


44,000 
i 3.8)1 


~t 

40.763 
( 3.5)1 


^ 

160,525 
1 14^1)) 


. \ 

l,l35,94f 
iioo.otf; 
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] Table. 9C Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Student 

Eligibility IndLex Rang^ and Educational' Cofet- Range 



Table 9C shows the distribution of independent B^sic Grant recipients 
by Student Eligibi;Lity Index Range and Educational Cost Range. i 

As Table 9C ilidicates, ^59,196 independent recipients had zero student 



eligibility indices, of which 123,511 or 26.8% wer6 .enrolled in insti- 
tdtlons with educational costs ranging from $1,801 to $2,100. 

As sTiovm in Table 9C, 189,675 or 26.7%^f the independent .recipients 

were enrolled in institutions with educational costs ranging from $1,801 

to $2,100. "Of t^is number, 123,511 or approximately 65% had zero student 

^ ) , 

eligibility indices, while only 7,52A or appr/x^-m'iately ^ had student 

^ Br 

eligibility indices in the 1,001 to 1,200 range. 

" \ ^ . ■ ' 



1 



1 



^1 



88 



A- ' im£.9C 

OlSTRilDTIQN OF BASilC GRAfa AECIPIENIS 6Y;SfUDENT ELIClBILllY INDEX RANGE* AND EDUCATIONAL CCST RAIiGE 
I ^ ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-76 

INOEPEIkOENl RECIPIENTS 



TiOiiaa 



E0UCAT1ONAI COST RANCE 



MUOENT EllGISiLITV 
1 INDEX RANGE 


' 1500 


1501 - 
1800 


1801- 
2100 


2101* 
2400 


2401 - 
2700 

I 


2701 - 
3000 


3001 - 
3300 


3301 - 
- 3600 


360U 


TOTAL 


0 

NUMBER RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS 


3li$2B 
I 6.8(1 


TSi922 
1 16.511 


123,511 
I 26.81) 


82,998 
1 18.01) 


f 

36{S40 
1 '7.91) 


36,809 
1 8.01) 


f 

21.234 
|l 4.61) 


^ 

14.027 
i 3.01) 


36.627' 
1 7.9S) 


4S9il96 
1 100.01) 


' i ' 200 

\ 

' ■■'/' 

NUN6ER RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT REl]p;EflTS 


2i572 
1 S.Ot) 


7»}B9 
1 14.91) 


12,580 
1 24.71) 


11(327 
( 22.21): 


'j 

4.406 
1 8.61) 


4.080 
< 8.0S) 


2.25B 
I 4.4SI 


1.48S 
1 2.9S) 


4.621 
I 9.00 


50.918 
(100.01) 


' 201-400 

NUMBER RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS 


2. 468 
1 $.111 


7.633 
i 13.91) 


1 26.0<|! 

^ 


b 10, $58 
1 22.11) 


^ 

3,790 
( 7.91) 


(J 

3.510 
( 7.3t) 


1.779 

1 m 


1.271 
( 2.6}| 


4.265 
1 8. 90 

e 


47^748 

(ito.oo 


401 • 600 

NUMBER RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS 


2i292 
1 S.OtI 


7,489 
1 16.611 


12,214 
1 27ail 


9,9S4 
1 22.U) 




i t 

3,405 
1 7.51) 


J,008' 


J 

1.500 
t 3.31) 


1.160 
1 2.511 


* . 1 

4.013 
1 6.91) 


45,035 
(iOO.'CI) 

Jll 


«jl - BOB 

NUMBER RECIPIENIS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS • 


' " n 

2rlL7 
1 4.91); 

pji 


, 7,054 
;t I6i4ll 


11,790 
i 27.4t) 


9,|424 
1 2i;9l) 


3»135 
1 1^21) 


1 6.81) 


li455 
1 3.31) 


1.111 
i 2.5(1 


3.940 
(09.11) 


^74 
(100.01^ 


801 - 1000 

NUMBER RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS 


li491 
( 4,2^ 


5.847 
I 16.61) 


9.602 
1 27.31) 


,f •7.940 
If 22. 51) 


— V- 

2f664 
1 7.5^ 


2.299, 
1 6.51) 


-f 

1.023 
1 2.911 


877 

r 2^11 


3,400 
1 9.61) 


35.143 
(lOO.Ot) * 


1001 - 1200 j 

NUMBER recipients' ■ 
PERCENT RECIPIENTS 


^ 

' lillp 
( 4,41) 


\ 

; 

4,696 
1 16.11) 


7.524f 
1 25.8I)\ 


6.B10 
1 23.^) 


2,301 
( 7.91) 


T.972 
( 6.71) 


B73 
1 2.91) 


723 

( 2.41^ 


2,910 
i 9.91) 

—4 


2S.119 
1100.01) . 


TOTAL 

NUMER RECIPIENTS 
pACENT RECIPIENTS 


1 

43.77B 
( 6.11) 


116,230 
1 16.3t) 


i 

189.675 
1 26.71) 


139,011 
1 19.50 


► 

56,241 
i 7.91) 

1 


54(626 
1 7.61) J 


30.122 
M . 4.21) 


20.65^ 
1 2.911 


^'^9,796 
V 


* 

7WiI33 
(100. CI) . 
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Table ^OA Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

Income Range and Educational Cost Range 

/; . ■.. . 

Table lOA indicates the distributi^.n of-B^sic Grant recipients J)/ Family 
Income R^nge ai\d ^ucatibnal^ Co^^jt liange* 

..Table lOA shows that ^a total of 1,086,639 or approximately 59;^^ of the 
.Basic Grant recirj^ients had ecj^cational costs^anging from $1,501 toS 
$2,400. Of that number, 280,736 or approximately 15% of all Basic . 
Grant recipients were enrolled in institutions with costs ranging from 
$1,501 to $1,800. Another 442,864 or approximately 24^ of all recip- 
ients had costs in'the $1,801 to $2,100 educational costs range and 
363,039 or approximately 20% of recipients enrolled in institutions 
with costs ranging from $2,101 to $2,400. 

By far the largest numbet of students in each of these three educa- 
tional co^ ranges reported family incomes of $3,000 or les^. As ^ 
shown in Table lOA, 107,433 or approximately 38% of the recipients 
with educational costs ranging from $1,501 to $1,80Q had family 




incq|||||gp^e $0 to $3,000 ^ange^ In addition, 159, 622 ^or approxi- 
mately 36% of the re^pients^with educational costs in the $1,801 to' 
$2,100 range had fUraily inc^yr^es ranging' fr'om $0 to ^',000^ Also, 
126,147 or approximately 35% of the recipients with educational costs 
ranging from $2,101 to $2,400-had family ittcome^ in the ^to $3,000 

range. Of the 1,846,080 total recipients, • 1, 110, 346 or * approximately 

^ • % : : ■ J % 

60% of the Basic Gran^t recij^tgnts had family incomes of $6,000 or 

less. • . . *■- 



CM TOTAL 



* R E V I S E D * 
\ TABLE 10 A . . 

OlSIftlBUIlON OF BASIC GRANT RECIPIENTS/ BT TAHILT INCOME RANGE m EOUtATlpNAL COS.T 

ACAOEHIC YEAS Wl-n ' 

FAHJU INCCf "ANGE , 



• , ,1 



RANGE 



E0UCAT|ON/ft COST 
, RANGE 


» 0 - 

3.000 


' S3001 - 
6.DO0 


[ 16001 - 
\ 9.000 


19001 - 
12.000 

...^ 


M2001 - 
15.000 




llS.OOl ♦ • 




, total' * 

— ' 


0 - 1.500 






\( ■ 






/ 




NUMBER or RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 


33.828 


21.368 
1 29.0«l 


, 11.013' 
'( l*.*ll 


5.831 
7,6») 


2.702 
( 3,5») 


* 1.301 
( l.'7V 


76.0*3 
liDO.0«) 


I. 501 - 1.800 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


^ 105,369 


# 

74.801 
1 26.6tl, 


f 

^ A 
'# 

50.777 
' ( 18.01) 


28.275 
1 10.01) 


1*.30* 
( 5.0*) 


• 

.7.210 
( 2.51) 


280.736 
IIOO.D'V 


















1.801- 2.100 
















NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS • 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


155. 3?7 
■ ( 35. OH 


lUilSI 
,1 25.711 

_4 


82.100 
( 18.5V 


A9.009 
. ( 11. OV 


27.259 
I 6.1%) 


M.928 
( 3.31), 


442.864 

1100. OV 


2.101 - 2.400 * 






• 








363.039 
1100. Ot) 


NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


120.709. 
1 33.2»l 


8*. 428 
( ?].2tl 


66.751 ^ 
( 18. H) 


♦7.705 
. ( 13. HI 


27.036 
1 7.*V 


16.410 
( *.5») 


TTt- ' ^~ 

2.AJ1 • 2.700 










- 

10^708 

1 6.5!);) 


\ ' ' 




NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


59.05A 
1 36.311 


39.6*2 
^ 1 2*. 411 


27.631 
1 iT.OtI 


18.706 ' 
( |l.5t) 


\ 6.590 
i.. 4.0*) 


162.331 
^ 1100. OV 


'^2.T«1 - 3.000 










f 

■ ■{ ' 


i 
,1 
1 




NUMlER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


53. 5U 
( 32.31) 


A1.2A5 
( 2*. 91) 


30.706 
( .18.51) 


20.961 
1 12.611 


11.889 
( 7. mi 


* 6.872 . 

\ *,IV 

i 

, / 


165. 187 
'TlffO.OV 


~- ».\ • — — ■ — 

. .• "'3.001 - 3.300 














NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


( 

2*.?52 
( 32.81) 


' 21.317 
1 28.TV 


13.003 . 
( l\s») 


/8.29* 
1 11. It' 


*.56^ 

1 6.1*) 


1 3.4V 


74,122 
, (lOO^Ot) 


' 3.301 • 3.600 


t 






i 








■ ' f 

NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
. PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


18.91* 
( 3b.7»1 


15.607' 
1 25.*«1 


11.6*3 
1 18.911 


Ti969 
, 1^1?. 91) 


■ t-'7,3li) 

■■ '-i^ 


2.B18' 
( 4.5V 


61,437 

(loo.oi) 


3.601 ^ 




) 

*8.303 
1 21.9tl 






■ „.. .^f 






NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIE*^^ 


55.371 
■ ( 25. U) 


**.326 
, ?O.J'»l 


35i904 


21.968 
■ ,( 9.9JI 


14,-449 
1 6.5V ■ 


220.321 
(100. o'v 


TOTAL 




r 




' ... -'r 


' ' ■ , 






NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT Of RECIPIENTS 


626'i*a8 
1 33.9V 


*60.892 
'( 24.911 


337A0 
1 1B.3»> 
< . _. 


2?2.654 
' ( IP.Cti 


■ 12* .'026* 
1 6. in) 


■ 73.170 
( 3.9V 

i_ 


'Ti\46.0fl0 

(ipo.ov 



?3 
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Tabl^ lOB Distribution of Basic Grant Recipients by Family 

■ Income ;Range and Educational Cost Range 

Table lOB shows the distribution of dependent Basic Grant recipients 
by Family Income Range and Educational Cost Range. ( 

The data for dependent Basic cfrant recipients indicates, trends similar 
to the total recipient pojpulation, vith 253,189 or 22.3% enrolled in 
institutions with educational costs in the $1,801 to $2,100 range, 
224,028 or 19.7% with costs .ranging from $2,101 to $2,400 and 164,506 
or 14.5% with. educational costs in the $1,501 to $1,800 range. This 
means that 641,723 or approximately 56%' of all dependent recipients 
wer6 enrolled in institutions with educational' cpsts ranging from 
$1,501 to -$2,400. Moreover, 621,737 or . 54 .7% of the dependent recip- 
ients had family incomes of/$6, 000 or less, and of that number, V 
*L37,152 or approximately 22% were enrolled in i insti-tutions with 
educational costs rangirjg from $1,801 to ^ $:^v in Q ^. 



4 



' 84 



.* R E V I'S E D *■ 



OEPENOENT REGlPIENtS ' 
r.|3!5i947-. 1^ ■ 



. ■ ' T*BLE 10 B 

DISTRIBUTION OF BASIC 6R*NT RECIPIENTS BY fMlU INCOME RANGE. »N0 EOUiiflONiL COST RiNGE. 
4 KAOEMIC. TEAR I9T7-7B 



FAHIir INCOME RANGE 



TOTAL 



EOUCATIONAl COST 
RANGE 



1 . 0 
JiOOO 



}3001 - 

6«odo 



9iOOO 



J9001 - 
12*000 



tl200l • 

1S'.000 

— t— 



S15.0D1 



' j •' 4& U500 

NUMBtB''0F RECIMEKTS' 
PERCENT OF fl.eCIP|p<T5 

: — 



'^',6»037 



• 9i6T0 
(;29.9t). 



Tt*)? 
I 22.91) 



^202 
I 16.1%) 



2.651 
( fl.2%) 



1.293 
♦.Oil 



i 'IfSOl -1.800 

NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF, RECIPIENTS 



39.078 
t 23.7»l 



, 0.135 
I 26.2%) 



35.618 
,1 21, 6%) 



25 •♦8A 
I 15.411 



M.024 
I 8.51.1 



7.167 
I ♦.3»l 



ii .'l.flOI 



NUMBER Of RECIPIENTS 
PERCtllT Off 'recipients 



49.388 
19.51), 



*',60.ei7 
' (.23.7?) 



^7.162 
( 122. 511 



44»657 
I 17.6tl 



26.903 
( lfl.6%) 



14.862 
I 5.8II 



1 ZilOl ' Zfii^' 

"if mhm OF recipient^ 

PERCENT OF recipients 



;«4i 



36.428 
•( 16.2I> 



49.293 
I 22.0tl 



50.758 
I 22.611 



« 44.466 

( 1-9.8%) 



26.736 
(' 11. 9«) 



1-6,357 



, j i#4ll ,- 2.700 

•NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 
PER(INt'0F RECIPIENTS 

I 2.'701 r 3flfc 

SNUMB^R OF RECIPIENTS , 
MifHt OF RECIPIENTS 



24.7V 
23.31) 



24.906 
yUt 'l 23.41) 



21.669; 
I i9.5i) 



! -3.001 -,3.300 

NUMBER OF RIECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF RECIPIENTS 




21*595 
?0.31l' 



17.657 

I 16.6)) 

— _4 — 



10.697 
( <».9») 



6.968 
I' 6.r»)'' 



#.23.2H) 



r 7.945 
\ 18.011 



! I 3.30lj'- 3.600 

' NUMflb OF RECIPIENTS 
PERCENT OF PECIPIENT5 



7.015 
I 17.21) 



3i60) « . 
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS 



L PERCENT OF 



RECIPIENTS 



19.543 
I 12.21) 



; TOTAL 
NUMBER OF RECIPIENTS ' 

ornrrl., ^ R£C|P|£NTS 

.ERLC - 



211.960 
I le.6t) 



3^..:': is. 677 



« 24.600 
I 22, 2t) 



19.957 
18. Of) 



11.795 
I 10.6%) 



6.863 
( 6.21) 



K;' U»343 
( 25.71) 



9.853 
I 22,311 



7.764 
17.61) 



4,514 

-I 1().21» 



2.5i)l' 
( 5.811 



, 9.646 
I 23.64V 



9.296 
I 22.711 



7.566 
18.51) 



32.462 
I 20.21)1 



266. r49' 
I 23.41) 



37,504 
I 23.31) 



253.7^8 
I 2?.3 i 



34.632 
I 21.51) 





207, '38? 
.1 18,'^ 



4.4*9 
( 10.91) 



• 21.856 
( 13.61) 



V 

I '6.81) 



(4.42.8- 
I 8.91) 



ie3.525 
I 10.81) 



72.93(1 
I '6.4^1 



3^,265 
1100.01) 



164.5B6 
(100.011 



253.189 
1100.01) 



224.028 
1100.01) 



106.090 
IIOD.OII' 



' 44.000 
M^lOO.Oll 



40. .781 
1100/01) 



160.525 
UOO.QM 



Iil35»947 
1100,07) 
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Table IOC " distribution of Basic Grant Recipierfes by Family 
. Income Range and Educational Cost Range y 



Table IOC indicates the ^^strl^bution of independent Basic Grant 
FecipientS' by Family Inc ome^ JRange and Educatiohal Cost Range; 



ent recipients 



' Independent recipients ghawed similar ttends fo the depend 

■ - •. .j. 7 .f J 

and the to^al^ecip^enx^^po^u^lat .witlf 444,916 .or 62.6% enrolled in 
institutions with ed^^i^tiorial cos ts^angir>g from $1,503-* to $2,400. Of 
all indepeR4ent recipients, 116,230 or 16.4% had edvicaiional costs of 
$1,501 to $1,800, ^an^ther. 189,^5 or' 26.^gjiad costS of $1,801 to $2,100 
and 139,011 or 19.5% enrolled^in institutions with edu^cational costs 
ranging from $i,101 to $2,400. 



* As 'indicaterd by Table IQQ, 488^609 ctVJ58. 7% o 
tents had family incom^fes ^f $6,00d or less, 
or 26.9% enrolled in/institutions with educc 



$1,801 to $2,100. , 



f the indepepdfent rfecip- 

th'at number ,^131,208 
■onaL' costs ranging from 




\. 

* R E V I S E D * 

u%a IOC 



1 



INDEPENDENT RECIPIENTS 
T|0tl33 



OlNRlBUriON OF BASIC RECIPIENTS BY F»hIlV INCOME RANGE »N0 ESWCATIONAl, COST RANGE 

• ^ ^ • / »c*0EHic yEAR)i9TT-7e • 



.1 



FAMILY INCOME RANGE 
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Table ^11 * • Summary "statistics by Type of\conti^^^l of Institution 



^Statistics' by Type oflconti^^] 



X^ble 11 presents a sunnnary of Total Expenditures, Total Recipients 

' ' - • • / 

arid Average Grant by J'ype and Control of I|istitution. 

Of the 'three inst itutlondl controls (Public, Private No^i-Proflt, * 
Private Prof It-Making) , Pqbllc Institutions Received the largest^share 
($1, 064,620, 953) , approximately 68% of the tot^l Basic Grant- expendl- 
tures. Private Prof It-Maklng Institutions receivecT the smallest share 
($140,926,725), approximately 9% of the total expenditures. Public 
Institutions had 1,318^055 recipients in 1977-78 and Private Profit- 
^klng Institution^ had, 162,733 recipients. 



Despite the fact that Public Institutioi^s had the largest expenditures 

■ . ' ' * . ^-^^ ■ 

and number of recipients, their average grant waa[tt807. In comparison, 

the average grant at Private Non-Profit Institutions was $1,^11 and ^ 

the average grant at Private Profit-Making Institutiohsvwas $865. The 

* lovest average grant, $566, was at Publl,i>s^stitutf?iWs with Programs 



of*- One Year but less than Tyo Years. The smallest nuraBer of recipients 
504, were enrolled in Private Non-Prof it Institutions with Programs of 
Six Months but >less than One Year. ^ 

• ' Again, it should .be noted that the category "oi!her" has been included 
in Table 11, although there are no entries in this cat^gory'^re^ulting , 
from improved methods of data editing in the computer processing of ' 
Basic Gtaht records. f 



ERIC " ^ ^ p\ '100 



TABLE 11. 

B/TSIC GRANT EXPENDITURES* RECIPIENTS! AND AVERAGE 
GMANT BY TYPE AND CONTROL OF INSTITUTION U977-78) 
ACADEMIC YEAR 1977-78 



TYPE or INSTITUTION 



TOTAL PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS 



^^111 

UNIVERSITIES^ 



TOTAL. 
EXPENDITURES 



Slt064*620i9S3 



TOIAL 
RECIPIXNTS 



If3l8t055' . 



AVERAGE 
GRANT 



f807 



SS7SiaS9*776 



656.917 



t67s 



OTHER ♦ YEAR 



tl03»860tB42 



Il9fl32^ 



t87l 



2 YEAR 



t380*793t645 



534 t 098 



»71? 



1 YR BUT LESS TfiAN 2 YRS 



S3«656t721 



6t459 



$566 



6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN I YR 



$949*969 



1*449 



$655 



TOTAL PRIVATE. NON-PROFIT 



$369*452*208 



365*292 



$1*011 



UNKVERSITIES 



$138*835*101 



135*991 



$1*020 



OTHER 4 YEAR 



$192*671*763 



191,547 



$1*005 



? YEAR 



$36*770*904 



36*387 



$1*010 . 



1 YR BUT LESS THAN 2, YRS 



$704*708 



863 



$816 



6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YR 



$469*732 



504 



$932 



TOTAL PRIVATE* PROFIT-MAKING 



$140*926*725 

^ 



162,733 



$09&5 



UNIVERSITIES 



0TH£fr4 YEA 




$653,533 



720 



$907 



$6,563*929 



7*111 



$921 



2 YEAR 
I Y<) BUT/^ESS THAN 2 YHS 



$48*641*321 



53.e69 



$24*864*958 



$913 



^8*800 



$863 



6 MONTHS BUT LESS THAN 1 YR 



$60*202*984 



72,^33 





$0 



J 




1*846*080 



$1,574,999,886 



$853 
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, Table 12 Distrlbuticm of Basic Grant Recipients by State 

and Coatrol of Institution^ 

Ta%e 12 shows the distribution of Basic Grant recipients by State and 
Control of Institution. ' ' ' 

As indicated by Table 12, onl/ three s/tates had more than 100,000 re- 
cipients, these being New Yorlfr with 2^6,451, California with 181,290 
'and Texas wi^h 102,834. The collective number of recipients in these . 
'three states 'represented 490,575 or 26.6% of the total number of Basic 
G^^HSit_j^ciplents. Hj^weveVy it should be noted that the c'ategory^ "All 
Others,*' which includes Guam, Puerto Rico, Virgin Is]^a^nds an^ the 
U.S. Trust Territories had a recipient figure o^ 1110,718. -^^ 



In Public Institftti-ons, * six states t*d tnore thart 50,000 recipient^, 

^ , ; ' • 

Thes-e six states, California, New York, Texas, Illinois, Florida, and . 
Michigian had^ col^lectiv% total ^o^f 529:^850 recipients or, 40. 2% of the 
entire recipient population'*f.Dr Tiitlic Institilttons . 

Table 12 also indicaofes that in pMvate NonrProfit Ins*titutions nine^ . 

' fl ^ ' ' * ' ■ " 

states; California; Illinois, M'irssachusetfs, New York,: No^h Carolina*, 

>Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee and Texas had a recipiJantVigur^ exceed^j 

^ \ , . ■ ' •« / ■ { ' ■ 

10,000. Thkse nine states accounted: for 166,497 or 45 . 6%^t)f th* recip- 
lent figure for Private Non-Profit Institutions.^.- *'v, ^^ ^^ • 

Recipients in Private Profit-Making Instituti-ons" aceounred for '162, 733 

^ J ■ . . 

or 8.8% of the total recipient population. Of these 162,733 rec;-llpi%nts 

- , . • \ 

in Private ProMt-Making Institutions,' 57,017 or 35% were enrolled ih 



:k ajd 



institutions locafted in California, New York aijld Pennsylvania., 

102 



TABLE 12 " 

iiisTHitiuriON m\(. grant hecipients 

Ur STATE AND CONfHOL OF INSTITOTION 
AtADEMIC yfAR l97/-fB ' 




Page 40 ' , V ^ ^ . 

. c ■ ' • ^ 

. ^ ' , ■ ' ' ' ■ ... ~ ■ '-'^ 

Table 13. Distribution of Basic Grant Expenditures by State 

and Cdnprol oT Institution ^ - ^ 

Table JL3 shows t^ie distribution of Basic Grant Expenditi^es by State 
and Contral of Institutd.on. 

As indicated in Table 13^ total expenditures for'Publi<: Institutions- 

>^re $l,064;620,953Jot 67.6% of the total expenditures for the Basic 

Educational Opportunity Grant Prbgraiy. -^n -addition; t?otal expenditures 

for Private Non-Profit Institutions were $369^452^208 or 23.5% of the 

V - • . . • 

total expenditures, while t^Dtal expenditures for Private Profit-Making 

Institutions wfere $140,926,, 725 or 8.9% of tke tot^l expenditures for 

ihe ^i^c Grant Program, * , , ' ; 



\ * 



Disroiriuriofi of mit tm,mm\Mii 
mm ANo coNiRoi of institution 
^aUochic YEAR m?-7a 



UPEND! riWES. 



PMLi;i: 



^ PRIVATE* NgN-PROriT ; 



PRIVATE* 
MOFIT-HAKINO 



OTHER 



TOItL 



>*^T<L$ 



l2Si/gliiO?^ 



t369i*S2i208 



tU0i926i72S 



lit 



«»6g3.Tflfl 



AL/iSK> 



AfllMM 



1I5.5;T.29Z 



l4flM63 I 



tl9iat7t53i" 



COLOHADO 



t3ioraiS82 



tli2J6i324 \ 



tl.gSltl56 



JIELAMRF 



^ mm 



tHliMI 



Sli4fl8t39? 



I«i674_ 




J2i 



79 



'"t /l*»393i389 



IBt932>ffi9 



t2i369ill3 



»l>«963tJ89 



JiUiUL 



I12i366i673 



$S4»597«92S 



JAM. 



MML 



INDIANA 



MNSHS 



»*7tH7»fgfl 



1421 tOO 



j2im. 



Il5i77»i03fl 



»*9I).267 



f3i660i282 



<25«Se3.852 



^hl7tit?57 



"5'*»7>763 



t23»195il)W 



iMm 



I*»677t77 



t35iS2SiD|9 



m 
m 



MM 



1 



HASS^CHUSEn? 



t2M361i'U» 



SlB>»79im 



t3>639»l99 



jmm. 



».536iS96 



»3.313fM8' 



•K6, 920 1 88? 



mmi. 



»5M95tl5<L 



tlt5HtB25 



NjSSISSlPPI 



II .0491 781 



nl^8S?.12B 



».36B»729^ 



«2t081.B36 



S29iS94i7B9 



HONTANH 



$5»S23i274 



NEBRASKI ' 



I736ti7fl 



il0i325i295 
I2il59iafl7 



.NEVADA 



m m il 



»89.7flt 



I199t647 



1^6*5J3.^(!7 



»5i6fl4* 



85 



t3Bi623.317 
tl2i562.255 



NEK mm 



SI26'ifl36iUS 



mi 



NORTH CIROLINU 



«2»79a.697 



i29.3aB«S22 



»1«2T8.S42 



»'913tll5 



1193.668.649 



»2»580.ir9 



NORTH DAKOTA 



JUL 



OHIO 



OKLAHOMA 
0HE60N- 



t39.79flO«3 



»j'*Z9.?71 



»i't">iB2 




'062»51I 



S5t463i716 



i'354.533 



«fli324tB10 



S23.986tD47 
»B'l23>l>ii 



PENNSYLVANIA 



t28i|B4t339 



»18'fllB.607 



*9.»99>138 



tS6'|02tW 



RHODE ISLANI 



SOUTH cipOLINA 



mum 



JhiMit 



INNESSEE 

■ m 



'»lS.027ti3B 



l4,933i^D7 



S25.324.U21 



ll>B06iJ58 



»315.416 



t7. 054.981 



»>«26>'»99 



$3>i l )5.489 
tS»^TOt299 



t34. 429.029 
I90.7II.164 



*5.84S»JS? 



16'?B?.S13 



VERHONT 
VIRfllNiA 



»985.4fl9 



"3.409 



»t295,942 



»«171.39fl 



tl.72Bt?00 



t26>304.425 



VASHINGTON 



»t'784>Dj;i 



<2't36tlOa' 



llt668>0S4 



<?»'08H'994 



KtST VIRGINIA 



»W33.4DB 



S9. 116.690 



HISCONSIN 



^22»151>*60 



t3.764.t 



»'2'>^>?61. 



t27t2lfli299 



KYOMING 



t|i5e9ie7B 



W>I29 



tlt6B5.fl07 



ALL OTHERS 



f32il06il44 



t64 .628.946 



S3.3I6.919 



t|00«052.l)09 



